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Edinburgh 8. June 1703, 


SIR, 


Once ſuppoſed the conſideration of the Grounds and Reaſons, why 


|| thoſe of the Epiſcopal Perlwafion cannot Join in Communion with the 
EK Eftabliſhed Church, as you have it in the Appendix to the Gentlemans 


Letter, might have heen reckoned aiſufficient Anſwer to all that is advanced 
in the Caſe & c. perſwading to a Toleration, and | am ſtill of that Judge- © 7 
ment; But in regard I underſtood the Party entertains that Book with a 
Fondneſs, and have Re- printed it: For your compleat ſatisfaction, and to | 
meet their Vain- boaſting, on Saturnday laſt I was determined to make, and 


to ſet before you theſe following Remarks. "0 


Emark (1.) page 4. This Gentleman is ſo much for Toleration, that taking, 
occaſien to tell us how that ſome of Chriſts Diſciples left Him, he pre- 


tends Chriſt did not only give them free liberty, but alſo opened a Door to 
too: Founding this conceit upon that queſtion of our Sa- 
viour, Will ye alſo leave me, a ſtrange Comment! Did Chriſt open a Door to 
let them go? Then he took off all obligation upon them to ſtay, and made 
it lawful for them, to leave Him. For it cannot be pretended, that by 


let the Twelve go 


opening the Door, external force was taken off, for there was no fuch con- 


ſtraint upon them, and conſequently the former muſt be meant, or the 


ſenſe of the expreſſion ſhall hardly be found. And 1 am fare Presbyterians 


found no Door open to them in the 1684, and thereabout when Epiſco- 
pacy was regnant, to leave the Paroch-Church if they pleaſed, but they 


were cruelly perſecuted that found themſelves obliged to do fo. 
Rem. (2.) p. 6. He aſſerts that as in the Body there are many Members, 


and every one has not the fame Office, even ſo the Lord Jeſus Chriſt in 
the Edifying of his Body, ſeems not to have given all the ſame Office, vor 
eſtabliſhed a perfect parity among the Builders, but made ſome Apoſtles, 
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and ſome Prophets Cc. This E. is very liberal of his Aſſertions, 
L for as ſometimes he aſſerts what he is neither able, nor ſa much as attempts ro 
prove, ſo frequently he aſlerts what none will deny as here. Who denies 
but in the Natural Body there are many Members? And who will fa 
that there is a parity among them? Tho? the Expreſſion be pretty odd, 
or who will deny that Chriſt hath given ſeveral Officers Extraordinary and 
Ordinary to His Church? And who will aſſert that Chriſt eftabliſked a 
porſect parity among theſe Builders of His Houſe? The diſingenuity and 
bad delign of this looſe way of (peaking, is obvious, whatever diſparity 
there may be between the Memhers of the Natural Body, it the Head 
ſhould be comparcd with the Foot, for example, yet between Members of 

the ſame kind there is no diſparity, but a perfect equality, are not the Eyes 
the Foot, the Legs, the Arms Cc. of a Man equal and eſtabliſhed in per- 
fect parity, the Legs of the Lame are unequal, there is an impari- 

ty there indeed, but that is preter-natura), and | am aboundantly convinced 

it is as Anti-ſcriptural to introduce an imparity or inequality among the 
Office Bearers of Chriſis Houle, that are of the {une kind, was there any in- 
equality among the à poſtles? Had Peter a Supremacy over the reſt? Was 
there any Evangeliſt or Deacon that a had ſuperiority of Power, over his 
fellow Brethren? And why there ſhould be any inequality ſuppoſed. 
amongſt the Miniſters of the Word and Sacraments, I de not conceive; But 
notwithſtanding of all this, I do acknowledge there is a comely and beauti. 
ful Order, and inequality among the Office- Bearers of different kinds, the 
\ Extraordinary Officers having place and dignity above the Ordinary Of- 
fers, as the Paſtor above the Ruling Elder, and both above the Deacon, 
among the Ordinary Officers: And as every Paſtor is ſubject to his Bre- 
thren, ſo the leſſer Judicztories of our Church, are ſubject to the greater, 
in a moſt comely Order. So that it is plain, whatever influence this Pa- 
per may have upon the unthinking. multitude, Men of ſenſe and diſcretion, 
that have not drunk in a deep prejudice againſt the Eftabliſhed Church, 
will loath ſuch jugling and difingenuous handling of matters. | 
Rem. (3+) p. 6. 7. Whereas he pretends Paul ſettled 7 imerby. at Ephe- 
ſus, and Titus at Crete, and would have the World beleive that they were 
Biſhops of thoſe Churches, and that of the modern Form, pretending like- 
ways that the Angel of the Church of Epheſus, and thoſe of the reſt of the 
Churches, mentioned in the 2d. and 3d. Chapters of the Revelation, were 
the ſame with the Biſhops he pleads for. As for Timothy and Titus, we per- 
emptorly deny that ever the Apoſiles fettled or fxed them in any Church, 
-and we bid open defiance to the World to prove that they did; It is plain 
that they were Evangeliſts, and travelled from Church to Church as the 


Apoſtles 
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Apoſtles directed them. He muſt be a ſtranger te the Bible, that knows ö 
not that theſe Evangeliſts are found as frequently in other Churches, as in 
| theſe where this Gentleman without any thaddow of reaſon, pretends the © 
Apoſtles ſettled them, And let none be gulled with what is ſaid in the poſt. 
ſcrips of the Epiſtles to Timothy and Ju for they are neither Canonical, 
nor True; It's plain to all who have any acquaintance with Antiquity, 
that they were not ſubjoined for ſeveral hundred Years after Chriſt, Theo» ® 
deret being the firſt that mentions them, and that, but as a part of his own © 
Commentary, nor did they then appear fo full as now, there was no word 
of Biſhop in them, this was added by a latter hand, viz. O Ecamenins who 
Wrote above a thouſand Years after Chriſt: Tea it is plain from the very 
Poſtſcripts themſelves, that they are of much latter date than the Epiſtles, 
for in that to the firſt of Timethy, Phrygia is called Pacatana, which was 
not the name of it till above 300. Years after Chriſt, when it was con- 
quered by one Pacatins a Roman General, and after him called Pacatiana, and 
in the Poſtſcript to Tus it is ſaid the Epiſtle was Writ from WNicepols, 
which it could not be, ſince in the Epiſtle it ſelf, Paul ſpeaks of Nicopolss a 
place whither he deſigned to go and to Winter, and would have Tuns to 
attend him there, Titus 3. 12. Come to me to Nicepolis for I haue determi- 7 
red there (aot here) to winter. And thus chey are not True, but they that 
would be more fully informed may conſult Pm Unbiſboping of Timothy 
and Titus, where I dare aſſure them full ſatisfaction: For altho the pride 
} and power of Biſhops, and theſe addicted to their way, reached the Ears 
4 ol that Learned Man, and cut them off, yet there was never found ſs much 
1 | Learning aud Reaſon in the Party, as to cut off the Arguments he hath 
5 advanced againſt that Order, and this without any Reproach to the Men. 
the cauſe is indeed ſo bad, that it is not capable of a rational Defence. 
And as for the Angels of the Church of Epheſur, Smyrna, Cc. they are 
not to be underſtood as ſingle Perſons,” but as ſignifying a Collective Bod 
ot Miniſters, as Auguſtine, T atian, Perkins, with many other Learned Comm 
mentatours both Antient and Modern, Write; Yea the very context makes 
this plain, a ſingular Term is often to be underſtood Collectively, and there 
are many words in thoſe Epiſtles that favour this Interpretation 4 N M 
x us Aeris ts you and ts the reftl in Thyatra Cc. And doth he not ſay to 
the Angel of Smyrna, the Devil will caft ſome of you into priſon, there is not 
one word in all that Bok, intimating that thele Angels were ſingle Per- 
ſens, much leſs ſuch as had power over Presbyters, but to reaſon this mat. 
ter a little. I would ask our Author a Queſtion or two, Are not the 
:\urches in thefe Epiſtles divided into Lights, and thoſe that receive 
Liz.ht Candels and Candleſticks? Were there not many Presbyters in the 


Church 


cChurch of Epheſus, for example? Aud ſeeing that the Church is thus di- 
Vvided into its Lights, and thoſe that received Light, it is ridiculous to 
imagine that the Preshyters of that Church ſhould not fall under any part 
of the diviſion, they cannot be reckoned any part of the Candleſtick, for 
they were Lights, and gave Light, and therefox they muſt be reckoned a 
part of the Candle or Star of that Church, and ſecing the Holy Ghoſt tells us, 
that the Star and the Angel ot that Church is one and the ſame thing. I muſt 
neceſſarly conclude as under the name Star all the Lights, ſo under the name 
Angel all the Presbyters er Miniſters of the Word of that Church are con- 
tain'd, and conſequently the Word Angel muſt not be taken as ſignifying 
a fingle Perſon, but as ſignifying a Collective Body of Miniſters, and there. 
for our Author's dream is both contrary to Scripture and Reaſon. 
Rem. (4.) 5. 7. This Gentleman pretends that from the Apoliles times 
there were Biſhops in all Churches, and no doubt he would have us to 
take his word for it; but I beg him pardon, a greater than he hath nor 
| only faid, but proven the contrary, by Irrefragable Arguments, the Learn- 
ed Biſhop Stillmyfleer gives us an account of Churches that were Go- 
verned from the beginning without Biſhops in his Jrenicum, and the Learn- 
ed Dr Forbes in his Jrenicum, gives an account that the Church of the Al. =—_ 
bigenſes never had Biſhops Cc. And to pretend that it is evident from the 23 
* Epiſtles of /pnatins, there were Biſhops of the Modern Form in eve 
Church throughout the whole Catholick Church, is ſuch a baſe and diſfin- - 
genucus inſinuation, that I know not what to think of it. Is there any one 
word to be found in theſe Epiſtles to prove what he here alledges? And yet 
Ignatius is the only Father he particularly Nameth; and altho that Father 
puts a diſtinction betwixt Biſhop and Presbyter, and that the Name Bi- 
ſhop begun to be appropriated to the Senior Presbyter at that time; yet 
there is not a Word to prove a Superiority of Office by Divine Right: 
Yea, that /pgnetiu,*s Biſhop was no more than a Paroch-Miniſter, his own 
words aboundantly manifeſt, Epiſile ad Philad: *Ev buciagif⁰ wary 15 inxdarie 
2 iis ile en >» ſo that according to Ignatius, every Communion Table mull 
have a Biſhop, every Paroch where the Sacrament of the Lords Supper is 
Celebrated muſt have a Biſhop, and how much this Form u ould differ from 
| the preſent Eſtabliſhment, ſeeing with the Apoſtle, we reckon Biſhop and 
Presbyter reciprocal Terms, and hold every Miniſter a Biſhop in his own 
| Paroch, let the impartial Reader conſider. Again Ignatius ſpeaking of the 
Duty ofa Biſhop in his Epiſtle to Pohearp, if 1 rightly remember, ſays the 
1 ; Brſhep ought fo be acquainted with ever Lad and Laſs, ard the caſe of their Souls ; 
under his Inſpeclion, from which I neceſlarly conclude a Biſhop in the days of 
Ignatius, could not be no other than a Paroch- Miniſter or Paſtor, and that 
they had not ſo many People under their Inſpection and Jurisdiction, as 
ſome 
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come Paroch Miniſters in Scotland have otherways it had been i le 
to have had that intimate acquaintance with every Lad and Laſs that Ig 
tins ſpeaks of, yea Twrretine oblerves that Ignatius in his Letter ad H 
calls vr Presbytry and the Government of the Church by it, % 
ww the Inſtitution of Chriſt, but »oragew 1449 a new cuſtom, which 
began in his time, whereby Biſhops were preferred to Presbyters, and | do 
remember the Learned Polhib has the ſame Obſervation, All which being 


conſdered the Diſingenuity of Epiſcopal Writers is very much to be ad- 4 


mired, and their bale treatment of Antiquity, they take what ſeems to 
make for them, without taking notice in the leaſt of what makes againſt 
them in the Writings of the Fatkersz and I am truely ſorry that the Learned 
Dr. Fake, who has tranflated the Epiſtles of Ignaunt, with other Mo- 
numents of Antiquity, ſhould have brought ſuch a blot upon bis 
Reputation as cannot be removed by ſaying Biſhops in I gnatiu nme, the 
(ame with thoſe in England, as he has done in the Contents of that Book, he 
might as well have (aid /gnatins had, and exerciſed a Papal Power and Digai- 
ty, over the whole World, 5 | 7 
Rem. (5. ) page 7. Tis ſomewhat ſurpriſing, This Gentleman ſhould 
have termed the Glorious Reformation, of the Proteſtant Churches, a La- 
mentable Schiſm. It is much to be doubted, if this Man ought to be reput- 
ed a Proteſtant. I have read Papiſts, that have ſpoken more favourably, 


f the Reformation; And who have blamed the Church of Rome, ſor their Im- P 


poſitions : As much if not more than he doth. Witneſs P. P. His Hiſtory 
of the Council of I rent. The Reformed Churches cannot be charged with 
Schiſm-z far lets a lamentable one, that hath miſerably divided the Weſtern 
part of the Church: As this Slandercr, of thoſe Eminent, and now Glo» 
rified Inſtruments, and Servants of God, our Reformers, giyes out. They 
only made a juſt and neceſſary ſeparation, in Obedience to the Call of 
God. Rev, 18. 4. Come ont of her myPeople, that ye be not partakers of her Sms; 
and that ye receive nos of her Plagues. Our Author's Diſreſpective Treat. 
ment, of our Reftormarien, is more than ſufficient, to forfault his Credit, 
and ruine his Reputation among Proteſtants for ever. 

Rem. (6) page 8. 9. He pretends, the- greateſt part of the Weſtern 
Churches, which found it neceſſary to ſeparat from the Church of Nome, 
were convinced, that Imparity and Subordination of the Miniſters and Pa- 
ftors of the Church, was of Divine Inſtitution, of abſolute neceſſity for the 
good of the Church. &'c. Give me leave to reckon this among the reſt of his 
groſs Miſtakes, and to aſſure him, his confident aſſerting will not go far with 
any thinking Man, Tea I poſitively deny, that any Reformed Church 
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any degrees of diſlinitions in orders; but only of Deacons and Mimflers, and of 


> judged the Epiſcopacy to be of Divine Kight, or of abſolute neceſſity at the 


EReformati 


or to this very Day. A few particular perſons in England, we 
have heard of, to aſſert the Divine Right of Epiſcopacy of late. 1 ope the 


Learned Le Blane may be juſtly ſuppoſed to know the Judgements of the 
Forreign Churches fully as well as our Author, and yet ke aflerts in his Theſes de 


grad & aint, Miniſl. p: For. That all the Reformed Churches and even 
thoſe of the Augufne Conteſſion do unanimouſly beleive, that there is no 


diſlinction by Divine Right between Biſhops and Presbyters, that they are 


the ſame both In Name and Thing, that the French and Dutch Churches, 
and not a few in England ir ſelf think it dangerous, and not ſufficiently a- 
greeable to the Laws of Chriſt, to admit of Prelats. And although he des 
nys not, but the more general Opinion of the Eag4ſh is, that Epiſcopacy and 
Presbytry are diſtinct Offices, yet I do affirm this Conceit is but advanced 
of late, for Arch Biſhop Cranmer as Dr. Stulmgflees Reports it, as the 


Mouth of the higher Houſe of Convocation returned this Anſwer to the 


Qaeltion given in by the lower Houſe, concerning Biſhops and Presbyters, 
that Biſhops and Presbyters were not two Things, but both one Office in 
the beginning of Chriſts Religion, /renicum page 392, And in the year 1 537» 
The Arch. Biſhops of Canterbury and York, and the ſreſt of the Biſhops and 
Clergy in Convocation, whoſe Names are all ſubſcrived to their Book, Enti- 


| ruled The Influution of 4 Chriſſian Man, Dedicated to the King, thus deter- 


mine, The Truth ir, that in the New-Teflament, there is no mention made of 


Preiſis or Biſhops, and of thoſe two Order c, that is to ſay, Prei, CLer Presbyrers) 
and Deacons, Seripture making expreſs mention &c. So that this Opinion 
is at irreconcilable with the Judgement of the Ancient Convocati- 
ons in England, as it is with fume propoſitions advanced in the Pam- 
phlets, that have paſſed between the Two Houſes, for the Gentlemen of the 
lower Houſe plead, their power is not ſubordinate, but co-ordinate to that 
of the Biſhops. And now ſeeing, This Gentleman hath gone ſo far beyond 
bounds, in his account of the Reformed Churches Opinions, with reſpect to 
Epiſcopacy . expect no will Man beleive one word he ſpeaks,on that Subject, 
without a proof, | | 

Fem. | 7] page 10. This Gentleman gives out, that where there is pari- 
ty, there is always Prelacy upon the matter, or a continual ſtrite or conſuſion. 
Is this deſigned by him, to throw a Reproach upon all Judicatories, where 
matters are managed and determined by Judges, Acting in Parity. If fo, 
many flouriſhing and well ordered States, and Common-wealths in the 


World, and that well modelled Court of Council and Seſſion, and ſeveral 


other 


3 66 ing 
other Judicatorics in this Nation, are Lalhed and Reproached by this Gentle- 
man, as well as the Judicatories of this Church, and as much obliged to take 
him to Task, and chaſtiſe him for his Inſolency as others. It ſeems he would 
have wonderful Alterations in the Government of Church and State, his 
Argument here either proves nothing at all, or that every cauſe ſhould be 
judged by one Monarchical kind of a Man» or at leaſt by a Judicatory, 
where one Man hath the Authority, and the reſt the priviledge of Adviſing . 
| only, or where at leaſt one Man hath a Negative upon all the reſt, this is 

the leweſt condeſcendance that can be expected; And now let me but enquire 
one Queftion, if a Paroch Miniſter in concert with this Monarchical kind of a 
Man the Biſhop may not treat all his Companions, yea and the Truth its 
ſelt with an unbounded infolence, both in the Pulpit, and in their Iudicato- 
ries, without the leaſt fear of any check, or controul, Suppoſe the Biſhop to be 
Arminian or Secimian, or Popiſhly affected, and ſuppoſe that by concert with 
him one or two of the Miniſters Preach thoſe Errors and Damnable - Here- 
ſies, and treat his Orthodox Brethren with an unbounded Infolence (to re- 
turn him his own words) how is it poſſible to mend the matter, if ſuch an 
Erroneous and Inſolent Man ſhall be delated to, and brought before the Bi- 
ſhops Court, and altho* there may be an Hundred Miniſters in it, and each 
one of theſe fully convinced, that the accuſed Brother bad Preached Popery, 
or denyed the Divinity of Jeſus Chriſt, and treated his Orthodox Brethren, 
with all Inſolence and conte mpt, and thereupon ſhould give their Unanimous 
Vote for his Depoſition, the Bilhop having a Negative, nothing can be done 
againſt him, he ſhall eſcape ſcot free, return home to his Charge to propa- 
gate his Errors and treat all his Brethren with more inſolence and contempt 
than ever. Yea and there is no help for this, unleſs a Presbytry be called 
to chaſtiſe the eſſential diſorders of Prelacy, even a company of Church 
Officers which they call Biſhops acting in Parity in a National Council, to 
cenſure this Erroneous Biſhop, and thoſe Presbyters that are in concert with 
him. And ita Parity in the higheſt Judicatories be agreeable to the word 
of God, and conſiſtent with Peace and Unity, why may it not beſoin the - 
Inferior Judicatories, and yet our Adverſaries muſt either acknowledge this, 
or erect a Pope over the whole Church, Cas they do indeed erect a National 
Pope. For the Biſhop Primat hath a Negative upon the National Synod, So that 
if he be Erroneous or in concert with Miniflers one or moe that Preach Socinianiſm 
or Popery, 70 the whole Aſſembly give their Unaumout Vote for the Depoſition 


they cannot be Cenſured they may return home to their Charge and propagate their 
Errory : Tea the Calling of National Aſſembly dependeth entirely upon the King's 
il and nothing can be propoſed and debated there, without bu Allowance, ſochatif.. 
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the King be Popish or Socinian, there remams no hope of an Aſſembly to correſt them: 
And thur Epiſcopal Government is Eflabliſhed, Car. 2. Par, 1.Seff. 3. Cap. 5) which 
our Author ſeems but too much diſpoſed for, and the Argument he hints 
at page th either proves the neceſſity of a Pope, or it proves nothing at 
all: For there he faith that as every particular flock ot Chriſtian people 
needeth a Paſtor and a Watchman, fo every Flock of Paſtors, viz. Presbyters, 
need a Watchman, v. a Biſhop, to ſuperintend them, and by a Parity of 
Reaſon every particular flock of Biſhops need an Arch-Biſhop, and every par- 
t cular flock of Arch-Biſhops need a Patriarch, and the flock of Patriarchs 
need a Pope to ſuperintend them, and now l judge we have carried our Au- 
thor to Rume, where we fhall leave him to receive a Complement from his 
Holineſs for the profund reſpect his Arguments pay the Apoſtolick Chair, 
and in the mean time we tell him no Erroneous or inſolent Brother can fo, 
or ſo long eſcape cenſure under Presbytry where every one is neceſſarly oblig- 
ed to ſubmit to, and receive the cenſure of the whole Body, or Judicatory 
where he is a Member, | | | 
Nm. 8. page 16, J admire the confidence of ſome late Prelatical Writers, 
and particularly of this Gentleman in giving out that Epiſcopacy was eſta» 
bliſhed here at the Reformation, and that Superintendents were properly 
Prelats, and their diſengenuity in not conſidering, and fairly zepreſenting in 
their Writings what is ſaid againſt this Allegation is unworthy of Diſputants. 
It is well known thoſe Superintendents were appointed for the interim, and 
in that great Indigencie of the Church were obliged to travel up and down 
and Preach thrice a Week, there being then ſcarce one to be found for eve- 
ry Paroch that could do ſo much as read the Scriptures, But more particularly 
Firſt, The Superintendent had no conſecration by impoſition of hands to 
that Work, nor could they have ir in the Modern Notion, for our Adver- 
ſaries will not allow Presbyters to ordain Biſhops, nor is it poſſible that Men 
can give a power they have not to themſelves. 2. The Superintendent 
was accountable to, and cenſurable by thoſe over whom they Superintended, 
and conſequently had but a precedency or Moderatorſhip. Nor is ir here to be 
Alledged, this was a wrong Rep, for the Queſtion is not whether ourRefor- 
mers did right or wrong, but whether the Superintendents were Biſhops, or 
not. 3. Others did the Work of Superintendents by Commiſſion from the 
Aſſemply for a Year. And it's certain an Inferior Officer cannot do the 
Work of a Superior Officer, unleſs he be advanced to the Superior Office; 
And being advanced he cannot lay down, or ſurceaſe the Exercile of that 
One. Therefore ſecing Presbyters did the Work of a Superintendent for a 
limited time without being advanced to a Superior Office, and at the time 
appointed left that Work, and continued fixedly in their particular gee, 
an 
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and all this with the Approbation of the Church: It is plain the Work of a 


Superintendent was not judged the work of a diſtinct Office, trom that of a 
Presbyter. 4. Gordon Biſhop of Gallowey,, who Reformed from Popery, 


tho? he was allowed as a Paſtor, yet never as a Biſhop, nor was he the fix- 
ed Superintendent in the bounds, but if they had Judged the Office of a 
Biſhop of Divine Inſtitution they would certainly received him as agBithop 
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25 well as a Paſtor, and allowed to him the performance of thoſe Offices the 


Biſhops claim as their Right. And in this tho? we had no more, we may 


plainly ſee our Reformers looked upon Prelacy as a Limb of Popery, and 


therefore would no more admit of that, than of other Errors and Corrupti- 
ons. 
the Aſſembly, which is indeed very remarkable, and a plain demonſtration 
that our Retormers leok'd not upon Superintendents as Superior in Office 
to Presbyters, And as the number of well qualified Minifters multiplyed 
the uſe of them wore out, and I know no Presbyterians in ſuch an Exi- 
gence of the Church, but will allow of general Viſitors, and ſuch Itinerant 
Preachers rather than that a qualified Paſtor ſhould be tyed to one particu- 
lar poſt, and the whole Country about left without the Preaching of the 
Word, or any other proviſion for their Souls, ſave the Reading of the 
Scriptures, Oy” 

Rem. 9. page 11. It is an unaccountable banter to ſay Ey the pride 
and inſolence of ſome contentious Brethren, Parity was ſettled in the Year 
1580, Whereas it is manifeſt that proud and contentious Men would rather 
have uſed their influence upon their Brethren to get themſelves made Pre- 
lats ) as more agreeable to their Ambition, than that they ſhould influence 
them contrary to their own inclination, and the ſettled order of the Church 


The Superintendents were never Honoured to be Moderators of 


as this Gentleman pretends) to put all their Brethrenand to keep them in 


a Level with themſelves. And to date our Diſorders from the Eſtabliſhment 
of Presbytry, at that time as the cauſe of them, is ſuch an impudent Ca- 
lumny and Falſchood, and ſo contrary to all the Records of thoſe times that it 
is a wonder any Man ſhould venture on it, nay it is manifeſt we had pro- 
found peace in the Church, and that there was not any one Proteſtant that 
did in the leaſt Diſſent from the Church, or creat the leaſt diſturbance upon 
the account of Church Matters, Yea King 54. the 6th. ſeem'd ſo wonder- 
fully well pleaſed with the beautiful Order, and delightful Harmony of the 
Church, that in a National Aſſembly, he found himſelf obliged Solemnly 
to Bleſs GOD for it, and ſtood not to prefer the Kirk of Scotland to that of 


England, or any other Reformed Chuich in Europe, And even after he y 


in England, he highly commended the Order of the Kirk of Scotland, 


asking the Queſtion, how Errors came to abound in England, and how the 
B 2 Church 
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Church of Scotland was kept free 5 them, why ſaid he,, if any Man broach 


Error. in Scotland the Presbytry takes him to task, and if it prove too 
ſtrong for them the Synod, and if too ſtrong for that, the General Aſſembly 
put hand to it, and are ſure to pull it up by the Roots, or Words to this pupoſe. 
But the true cauſe and that which gave 1iſe to all our Troubles was un- 
doubgedly this, King 54. the more to Engage the Engliſh and pave his way 
to that Throne encroached upon the Aſſemblies ot this Church, and the 
priviledges thereof, introduced conſtant Moderators, in all Church - judi- 
catorics , impriſoned, baniſhed, and condemned to death Miniſters that 
would not go along with his Deſigns contrary to their own Conſciences, 
the ſettled order of the Church and the ſtanding Laws , brought in the 
Five Articles of Perth by packt Aſſemblies after that he had called up ſome 
three or four Miniſters to England Sperſweod and his fellows, and ſent them 
doun Biſhops to domineer over their Brethren , yea and the whole Nation 
by their High-Commiſhon-Courts, and other Engines of Tyranny and 
Perſecution, | 

Rem, 1o. page 11. This Gentleman tells the World that the discontented 
Factions in the State ſerving themſelves of the Miniſtry to kindle and blow 
the fire that deſtroyed the Veace, and Profperity of this Iſland, concurred with 
them to ſer up their beloved parity in the year 1638. A multitude of fa- 
mous witneſſes have informed us, and the Records of thoſe Times do 
aboundantly teſtify That this is a foul and baſe miſrevreſentativn yea this 
Authour, for as dexterous as he is, in miſrepreſenting : the naked truth 


_ doth eminencly appear in what he hath ſaid, he acknouledges tho inad- 


vertantly that the tactions of the State concurred with the Mmiſtry to ſer up 
their beloved parity, Why then was not Parity or Presbytrie beloved ? and 


' Prelacy hated by the then Miniſtry of Scotland, according to our Au— 


th-ur's oun words? Yea and ſeing the Nation concurred witth the Mini- 
ſtry to ſet up Presbytrie was not that Government then delightful and Fre- 
licy hateful ro the Nation? For it cannot be ſuppoſed that there could 
have been ſuch an unanimous concurrence for the plucking up of the one, 
and the eſtabliſhing ot the other, if it had not been fo. Lrelacy was ever an 
unſupportable Greivance to this Nation, never introduced here but by 
force and violence, nor could it ever be maintained but by perſecution and 
a ſtanding Army. And at that time the Nation finding there was no end 
of thoſe Evils, cvery day new Innovations and Impoſitions were impoſed 
upon them, and particularly a Service-Book , more ſib to the Romiſh 
Mifſ.l, than that of England, and a book of Canons compoled in England 


by Biſhop Laud and his complices (which was another Courtely , that 


with others of that nature they may improve againſt the Soveraign Indepen- 
| - 
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dency of this Nation in due time) the whole nation, Miniſters and People 

ere ſo diſcontented with Prelacy , and deſirous to have presbyterian go- 
veinment re eſtabliſhed that the King thought fic ro gratify them, in this 
their juſt deſire, by granting a national Aſſembly where they did caſt off that 
yoke of Prelacy , which his Father was at ſo much paines and expence to 
wreath about their necks, and afterwards to eſtabliſh Presbytry by æ law, 
And I know no faction nor party of the Nobility ,! Gentry , Miniſtry or 
people that did adhere to the Prelats. For if this Gentleman will be 
pleaſed to read the Records of theſe rimes, and particularly the Learned 
Dr. Burnets Memoirs of the Dukes ↄf Hamilton, he'll find the Biſhops were 
hated, and had made themſelves hateful to the Nobility, by their faucy 
Carriage and Domineering Pride. Spotswood forſooth had got himſelf ad- 
vanced to the — Office, and the firſt Veer of the Nation muſt come 
in at his back, Another Bishop had a ſtruggle with the Earl ot Traquair fer 
the Treafurers Office, and there was ſcarce any Office ot Honour and protit 
but it was graſped ar. Thoſe Bishops had made themſelves hateful to the 
Miniſters and People by their diſregarding of the Sabbath, and endeavouring 
to diſpoſe the People to a good likeing of eArmmian Tenets, and to judge 
more favourably of Popery and Papiſts than they had been in uſe to do; And 


thus they fell without being pitied or regrated, but judged deſervedly thrown  - 


out by all as a company of Ambitious and ſ'erfidious Men, having no regaird to 
theirOaths and Promiſes or Conditions, which with their hands they had ſigned, 
and for the breach of which they were not only depoſed, but many of them 
were Excommunicated in the 38. Yea and I do contidently averr, had it 
not been for the violent Alterations made in the Church with reſpect to the 
Government thereof, the impoſing et Bishops and other encroachments 
thercon, this Nation had continued in Peace, without any inteſtine War, or 
Perfecution upon the account of Religion: Yea and | bid open defyance to 
any Man to condeſcend upon any Commotion or Diſturbance in this Nation 
ſiace the year 1596, but was occaſioned by Prelacy, and the Evils thereof, 

either fear d or felt. | | | 
Rem. (II.) p. 11. For what he ſays of the change of Government at the 
(happy) Revolution, and the Parliaments puting the Exerciſe of it in the 
hands of the Surviving Presbyterian Miniſters, that were put from their 
Charges ſince the Year 1662, or ſuch as they had or ſhould aflume, is ſome- 
what ſtrange. What elſe could be done? And if this Gentleman would 
not be offended, 1 would ask him a Queſtion. If Epiſcapacy were Re-eſias 
bliſhed (as God forbid) would they nor expect that the Parliament ſhould 
put the Government in the hands of the ſurviving Biſhops, that were turn- 
cd out at the Revolution, and ſuch as they ſhould aſſume, or would they 
| put 


(14). 8 | 
put the Government into, or continue it in the hands of Presbyterian Mini- 
{ters whether they ſhould conform, or be aſſumed, or not? A diſtin An- 
ſwer to this Queſtion will remove the difficulty. And whereas he com- 
plains, a great part of the Miniſters of the Nation, Legally and Eccleſia- 
ſtically ſettled in their Charges, were without being Accuſed, Conveened, 
or Judged, for any Fault turned out &c.. againſt which Presbyterian Mi- 
niſters did not Remonſtrate, and all this without any Redreſs. I never mett 
with the Man that did approve of the manner and way the People uſed in 
turning out the Epiſcopal Miniſters at the Revolution; but conſidering that 
thoſe Miniſters were ſettled amongſt them by mere force, that the People 
look'd upon them as the Inſtruments of all their Trouble and Perſecution in 
the late Reigns, and thus had drunk in a deep prejudice againſt thoſe Men, 
they became utterly Intolerable to the Country, and now whither this 
prejudice was juſtly ot unjuſtly conceived, I ſhall not ſtay to determine, yet 
the Wiidom of the Nation found that · it was impoſſible for the People to 
reap any Spiritual Advantage by their Labours, or that the Peace of the 
Country could be kept if theſe Men had been ſent back; yea and [ 
am perſwaded they would not have gone back, tho the Parliament had ſent 
them, unleſs an Army had been ſent with them to ſupport and ſecure them: 
And therefor the Publick Good, eſpecially when the Edification of Souls, 
is joined with it, muft needs overballance the Intereſts and Advantage of 
particular Men. And this Gentleman may remember, that by the Act at 
Glaſgory a little after the 1660, a great part of the Presbyterian Miniſters 
in the Nation, Legally and Ecclefiaſtically ſettled m their Churches, were 
without being Accuſed, Conveened, or Judged of any Fault, not only 
turned out, but violently torn from a People that loved them fo dearly, 
that they could have willingly endured all hardſhips for them. 
Rem. (12.) p. 12. Whereas it is judged by him unaccountable, that 
Epiſcopal Miniſters ſhould be Cenſured by the Judicatories of the Eſtabli- 
ſhed Church, Upon the contrary it would be much more unaccountable to 
give them a Lawleſs Liberty, and that they ſhould be lyable to the Trial 
and Cenſure of no Eccleſiaſtical Judicatory for Errors, Scandals, and Negli- 
gence; and as for their having Votes, theſe that are Aſſumed are admit- 
ted to Vote; and I do not underſtand, that it can be poſſibly given to 
thoſe who ate not aſſumed. Did the Biſhops allow Presbyterian Miniſters 
to Vote in their Courts, when a Presbyterian Miniſter was conveened be- 
fore them: And ſeeing Epiſcopal Miniſters are not conveened, nor Judg- 
ed, but for ſuch things as are uncontrovertable, they have no ground to 
complain, whereas it 15 known Presbyterian Miniſters were Depoſed upon 


the account of their Perſwaſion by the Biſhops, and as they never expected, 
| ſo 


Cant 


ve a Vote in the Biſhops 


ſo they never dreamed that they ſhould, ha 
Courts. | 1 3 3 | 
R-m. (13.) f. 12. Whereas it is pretended, that in Equity and Juſtice a 
Toleration, and Indulgence cannot be denyed, and that they being a ſett 
and order of Men in the Nation, deſerve to meet with ſome regard. For 
my part I am well ſatisfied that they ſhould meet with ſome regard, that 
ſuch of them as are in want ſhould have a competent Maintainance given 
them, they behaving themſelves quietly without ſomenting Diviſions in the 
State, or Schiſms in the Church; but that the ſettled Order of the Churth 
ſhould be broke, the Reins of Diſcipline ſhould be Jeoſed, and à lament- 
able Schiſm and Diviſion in the Church and Nation ſhould be perpetuated 
and entaild upon Poſterity, for a few Epiſcopal Miniſters, is what the Wiſ⸗ 
dom of the Nation will never think Juſt aud Equal, eſpecially ſeeing ſuch 
of them as cannot Join in Worſhip, with the Eſtabliſhed Church (if there 
be any ſuch among them) will not be hindercd to Worſhip God privately 
in their Families. | | 
Rem. (14.) p+ 14. He pretends he bath made the neceſſity of a-Tolera- 
tion evident already, and I pretend the contrary, yea | am very ſure, no 
Argument advanced by him can perſwade any Man that a Toleration is 
neceſſary, unleſs he be already diſpoſed , and deſignedly endeavqurs to pro- 
cure a Toleration as a notable mean for the ſubverſion of the preſent Eſta- 
bliſhment: And whereas he ſubjoins, they are lawfully ordained Miniſters 
of the Goſpel, and an obligation lyes on them to Preach the Goſpel, and 
on the Chriſtian Magiſtrate net to reſtrain them, while they give due ſub- 
jection to the higher Powers &c. All this and much more might have 
been ſaid for thoſe, who were thrown out of their Churches, and violent- 
ly torn from their People by the Act of Glaſgow, and even for thoſe, who 
were laid aſide upon the account of the Teſt: Were they not Miniſters of | 
the Goſpel, and of this Church & c. Did they not give all due ſubjection to 
the higher Powers? Did they not, or were they not all willing to Swear 
Alledgeance to the King? Which if the Epiſcopal Miniſters had done, they 
had been protected in Churches; and I muſt ſtill doubt if all the Epiſcopal 
Miniſters be deeply ſenſible of an obligation on them to Preachaghe Goſpel, 
or are much concerned for the good of Souls, ſeeing they hav not choſen 
to go to deſolate corners, or to ſet up where they pretend People are moſt 
addicted to their way, far leſs in ſome deſolate corners of the High- Lands, 
tho' ſome of them have the /; Language; nay it hath becn their work to 
create Diviſions, ſupport a party where Churches are well ſettled, and 
People diſpoſed to Join with the Eſtabliſhed Church, and this only where 
they could find Perſons of Subſtance, aud known diſaffection to the Civil 
| Eſta⸗- 
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Eſubliſhment to Support and Maintain them, ſo that well may it be ſaid of 
Tome of them, as the Apoſtle ſpeaketh, Rom. 16, 17, x8, Mark them that 


cauſe droxions among us, and avoid them, for they [erve not our Lord Peſus Chriff 
but their own belizrs. And whatever this Gentleman may pretend of their not 
Preaching, or doing any thing tending to Sedition, it is well known that 
thoſe Mecting-Houſe-Preachers, and their Abettors, ſtood not to vent bit- 
ter Repreaches, ev idenceing the higheſt Diſaffection to King Wilkam and 
Queen Mary, and even for Her preſent Majeſty, they ſignify but little Re- 
ſpect; few if any at all of them, do ſo much as mention Her in their Pray- 
ers to God, but their jugling in this Point is ſufficiently Repreſented in a 
Letter to a Member of Parliament; And what is there ſaid, is not any where 
denied in their Prints, and therefor we hold as it Confeſſed, and ſhall ay no 
more of it here. . 


Rem. (15) Firſt he tells us why their Miniſters cannot inConſcience come up 


14" to the Terms of Aſumpxeon into Minitterial Communior. And that Firft, Becauſe 


The Government of the Eitabliſhed Church was never heard of before, an Impa- 
rity without a Tarallel, ſo many Miniſlers having and exerciſemg Power and Pu- 
risdiction, and Lording ut over the reſt of the Miniflers of the Nation; he means 
of the Epiſcopal Perſuaſion. 

To this I Anſwer, The Government of the Eſtabliſhed Church, is the 
very lame it was in the Ninty Two, when Mr. Forbes, and Ar. Irvine, pre- 


ſented an Addreſs ſigned by them, for themſelves, and the Dioceſs of Aber- 


deen, cheir Conſtituents, Expreſſing a willingneſs to ſubmit to the Presby- 
terian Government of the Church as by Lam Eftabliſhed; as alſo to ſign the 
Conſeſſion of Faith, the larger and ſhorter Catechiſm, as containing the Doctrine 
of the Proteſtant Religion and ſeveral other Addreſſes were given in of this 
Nature, and to the ſame Effect. And how they come now to aſſert they 


Cannot in Conſcience ſubmitt to the Government of the Eſtabliſhed Church, 


I cannot conceive; And to pretend that in it, there is an Imparity with. 
out a Parallel, is both Diſingenuous and Ridiculous, And as for their 
Lording it over the reſt of the Miniſters of the Nation, this is an Impudent 
Calumny ; did they ever Lybel, Conveen, or Cenſure any one Miniſter be- 
cauſe he was Epiſcopal in his Perſuaſion, or becauſe he Diſſented from the 
Eſtabliſhed Church: And if any ot them have been Cenſured for Errors, 
Scandals, Negligence, or Diſorders: This ought not to be called a Lord- 
ing it over them, unleſs this Scribler would have had a Licentious Libert 
granted to thoſe of his Perſuaſion, to vent what Errors; and to be guilty of 
what Scandals, and Diſorders they pleaſe, without the [caſt controul. But 
then he comes to particulars, and 


** 


Firft 


; k ä | I oP (7 1 2 l * N 
Firſt he tells us they cannot fign the Wefminfler Conſeſſſon as the Confeſſion of 
their Faith, becauſe it contains Doctrines controverted among Proteſtants; 
Pray let him inform us what Docttines theſe are, he excepts againſt; the 


Synod of Dert, as well as by many Ancient Councils and Fathers: It's 
but too well known, that thole of his Party are deeply tainted with thoſe 
Tenets: And it's good we have got him to acknowledge that thoſe of his 
Party can't ſign the Confeſſion of Faith; Nor is it a ſuffic ient ſecurity that 
he declares they are willing re own the Word of God, and the Ancient 
Form of Sound Words; by which no doubt he means the Creed. The 
Church of England would vblige him to ſigu their Articles, and every Church 
| hath its own Standard of Doctrine, and why may not this Church engage 
all that enter into Miniſterial Communion to ſign the Confeſſion of Farb, 
which is the Form of Sound Words ſhe Fath Adopted, but it ſeems this 
Gentleman and thoſe of his Party will not come in, unleſs a latitude be allowed 
them to poyſon the People of God with Errours, and Herefies: They 
will not give any further ſecurity than what Papifts, Arminians, yea and Se- 
cinians may freely give, for none of theſe ;ſcruple to own the Word of God, 
and that Ancient Form of Sound Words this Gentleman ſpeaks of. 
2. He pretends they cannot in Conſcience Declare that the Kirk Govern- 
ment is the only Government of the Church in this Kingdom Eſtabliſhed: 
by Law. Why, is it not the only Government Eftabliſhed by Law in this 
Kingdom? Will this Gentleman pretend the Epiſcopal Government hath 
Rill a Legal Eſtabliſhment here? Ina word it is hard to underftand what 
their Conſcience bogle at, if this be not at the bottom. And as for what he 
fays of Elders Judging the Sonndneſs of Miniſters Doctrine in 7udicatories, 
if a Worthy Perſon willing to give ſatisfaction in other Points, except againſt 
this, I doubt not but the Church will yeild it to him. 88710 Fes 
3- He pretends their Miniſters cannot Preach the Defirine of the Church, 
pray what Doctrine is it Presbyterian Miniſters Preach which they cannot ? 
Or if they ſhould not, would be Cenfured for? And as for the treatment 
of the Learned Mr. Lorimer, it is a ſad miſrepreſentation, he was heartily 
invited and would have been kindly entertained in the Nation, but being 
tender and not agreing with the Country, he could not be prevailed with to 
Nay among us; But is it not ſurpriſing, that he ſhould tell, the Church 
throws out the Lord's Prayer out of their Publick Devotion; O impudent 
malice! Is not the uſe of the Lords Prayer recommended in our Direftory 
for Worſhip, fo Miniſters daily uſe it: Worthy Mr, Ratherfoerd in his Plea 
for Paul Presbytry in Scotland owns, he and his Brethren uſed it, and any 
may ule it that will, and the Miniſters are ſo far from engaging thoſe they 
Receive into Miniſterial Communion, not to uſe the Lords Prayer, that to 
C . | my 


* 


Arminian Doctrine, no doubt, which were condemned by that Famous 


my certain knowledge, many Miniſters do hearndy wiſh it were more fre- 
quently uſed, tho' 'm conhdent it is given of our Lord as a Patern for 
Prayer, and not principally as a Form, tho it may be warrantably uſed as 
= ſuch. Yet they can no more evince, that we are commanded to uſe theſe 
WW Luke Words preciſcly when we Pray from that of Lake, when ye Pray, Jay our 
. aher &c. then I can evince that Miniſters are commanded always when 
4 they Preach to ſay the Kingdom of Heaven is at hand in expreſs terms from 
W 1th that of Afatchew, and as ye go Preach, Hing the Kingdom of Heaven is at 
10 7. asd. We muſt not underſtand words according to their Sound, but ac- 
| cording to their Senſe. | 
„ 4 He pretends the Terms which the Church in their practice exacts of 
Lee the the Epiſcopal Clergy they [cannot comply with, they make them give a 
Wo <5 Writing Signed by them, Declaring their Grief and Sorrow for baving 
11 * Served under Prelacy, that they own the Kirk Government as now Eſta- 
en  bliſhed. This is a manifeſt miſrepreſentation: For tho' ſome at their 


b f 


. Art. Reception have given in ſuch a Writing; Yet it was not demanded of them, 

'S = nor were there ever any rejected, becauſe they would not give ſuch a Paper. 

| 1649. And as for the Act of the Synod of Lothian, which he calls an Aſſociation, 

| *"* that was a Voluntary Act of their own, for themſelves, but cannot be im- 

poſed upon thoſe that come to be reccived into Miniſterial Communion, 

unleſs a General Aſſembly ſo appoint. And it is Ridiculous to inſinuat 

that a Provincial Synod can alter the Terms of Aſſumption Eſtabliſhed by a 

National Aſſembly. 2. He pretends the People cannot Join in Commu- 

nion with us; And hexe, before he ſpeaks directly to the point, he expo- 

ſtulats with Presbyterian Miniſters, that ſeeing the Author of the Letter 
alledges there can be no ſcruple of Conſcience againſt Church Communi 

the Doctrine, Worthip, Sacraments and Church Cenſurcs, being the fame 

that were proſeſſed and performed under the Jate Prelacy, How come the 

to Preach with ſuch impudence through the Nation from the Pulpit, that 

the Goſpel had not been Preached to the People for 28. Years, It is a 

manifeſt calumny to ſay Presbyterian Miniſters Preached that impudent 

Lye over the Nation; Not can it ever preſerve his Credit tho ſome un- 

wiſe perſon had ſaid ſo much in ſome corner or other: The miſcarriage of 

| one can never be reckoned the deed of all; unleſs that one had been Delat- 

1 ed and Redreſs Refuſed. = 

1 As for the other Expoſtulation, How come we to turn them out of their 

1. Livings, (Hinc illa Lachiyma! to give him his own Words &c.) This is 

* of a peice with the reſt. Can impudence It ſelf pretend, that any of them 

1 has been turned out by any Judicatory ſince the Revolution, but upon the 

account of Scandals, Errors, Cc. as above ſaid? * ' 


And 


And to pretend with this Gentleman, that the Miniſters of the Church 

Baptiſe perſons into a certain Set or Party only, and not into the Catho- 
lick Church is moſt Abſurd, and Ridiculous,” and firicks as much againſt 
all Churches as againſt this. At Baptiſm the Minifters oblige the Parents to 
own, and to engage to bring up their Children in the Faith of the Chriſtian . 
Reformed Religion, contained in the Scriptures, Wy more ſummarly com- 
prehended in the Confeſſion of Faith the Larger and Shorter Catechiſm. 
Is this a Baptiſing them into a Seq? Or are we Singular ? Doth not every 
Church take the ſame Engagements with reſpect to the Form of Sound 
Words, they have Adopted? And is there not fuck a notable and de- 
ſireable Harmony between our Confeſſion, and thoſe of other Churches, as 
. England, Holland, ' Proteſtant Church of France, Cc. as may make a Man 
that has not already Forfeit all Credit, and Reputation bluff to caſt ſuch a 
Reproach and baſe Calumny upon the Church of Scotland? Eur ; 

C.eantabit vacuus, coram latrore, viator. 

And as for the Petitions in the Miniſters Prayers, which he pretends the 
People cannot Join with, pray, what are they? I much doubt, if any 
withdraws upon this ſcore, and will this Man, and thoſe of his Stamp pre- 
tend that a Mans preſence in Worſhip neceſſarly imports his aflenting to 
every Dectrinal propoſition that may be advanced, or Petition put up by 


the Miniſter. If ſo, we could not in Conſcience Join with any in publick, — 


or private Worſhip, unleſs we know before, what he is to Preach or Pray, 


are we not te expect Men. will keep within Rule, and Directories: And if 


he Extravage, it's his Fault, not the Hearers, It ſeems this Gentleman will 
be very ſure of the Miniſters, and in particular with reſpe& to their Petiti- * 
ons in Prayer, and therefore I hope, he cannot blame the Church to be 
ſure and particular with him, and thoſe of their Stamp, anent their Or- 
thodoxy, and not receive them into Miniſterial Communion, upon ſuch 
general ſecurities, as Papi, Arminiavs, and Socmmians may freely give, 
Another baſe Calumny this malicious, or at Jeaſt moſt uncautious Li- 
beller throws upon the Miniſters of the Church is, that it is an ordinary 
thing with them to Excommunicat from the Lords Table among the worſt 
of Sinners all men of Prelatical Principles who have not repented for it, 
Yea ſome ſuch they have made do Publick Fennance [as he terms it] for 
this Sin. We are to look upon this as another of his odious Calumnies 
belched out on purpoſe to prejudge unwary People againſt the Miniſters of 
the Church, and to keep up a party in oppoſition to it. Nor will it in leaſt 
ſupport him that he ſays this is not to be underſtood of all of them, for 
we much doubt, if he can particularly accuſe, and prove it againſt 
any one Miniſter, and tho? he ſhould, it is a manifeſt Falſhood, to 
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fay, that this is the prevailing Spirit that Reignes among them: I am ſure, L am 
as well acquaint with their Carriage in this, as many: And I never heard 
the leaſt inſinuation of this nature from them, But if I had confidered what 


this Genteman ſays in the 1885. page of the foreſaid Book, I might have 
| ſpared my pains, for there, with one daſh he removes all the Scruples 


that the Miniſters, ox gople of his Ferſwaſion, pretend againſt joining in 
Communion with the EHabliſhed Church; Doth he not there lay? That not- 
withſtanding. all the C hanges that have been in the matter of Church Govern» 
ment; Yet both the Miniſters and the People, of the Reſpective Parties 


choiſe to hold Communion with one another befere the Year 1666, Now 


may I not ſerve him in his own Terms, but to far better purpoſe, habemus 
confitertes reo7, what. imaginable ground of ſcruple can thoſe of the Epiſcopal 
perſwaſion pretend to have now, which they had not before the 1666 ? 
Did not Presbyterian Miniſters before that time, as well as fince 
uſe that ſame manner of Baptiſm? Take the ſame Engagements, Preach 
the ſame Doctrine? And in a Word perform all Religious Offices after 
the ſame manner, and therefore the Miniſters and People of the Epiſcopal 
perſwaſion have not the Conſcience they. had before the 1666. Other wayes 
ir would not bogle at thoſe things, it ſo quietly and delightfully aggreed 
with then. But I muſt preſume they have ſtill . ſame Conſcience, and the 
more Sober and Judicious among them will Judge themſelves Diſgraced, 
by this Impudent Mans advance ing ſuch Foolcries in their Name. 

Rem. (16.) p. 17. He enquires whither Vice and Immorality &'c, do 
abound more in the States.ot the United Provinces, where the Toleration 
is ſo General; than in this Nation. Arſwer, Had it uct been for the Ille- 
gal Fractices of the Cilaftct:d in Scotland, to weaken the Authority of the 
Eltabliſhed Church,; there is no doubt but by the Bleſſing of God, Impie- 
ty and Frophaneneſ would have been more fully Suppreſſed: Yea and as 
it is, Sin was more reſtraincd, and ſharply cenſured in this Church, than 
in many places in Chriflexdom, till of late the diſaffected have tuned more 
vigorous, and bold in theic Oppoſition, and Magiſtrates more ſlack, in their 
Aſliſtance. And as for that Company amongti whom Vice and Impiety 
doth muſt abound, ſuch as the God dam-me*s and Confound-me's and the like, 
Deſpiſers of Goſpel-Ordinances , Notorious Drunkards, and avowed 
Whorcmongers, Cc. do they pretend to be Pre, byterian? Are they not fond 
of a Toleration? Do not they tell the Miniſters of the Eſtabliſhed Church, 
that they are not of their Way; that they hate their Preciſeneſs; that they 
have Miniſters of their own; and thus they deſpiſe the cenſures of the 
Eſtabliſhed Church- Yea, and it is conſiſtent with my knowledge, that 

| lame 
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| ſome of thoſe Debauchees are kindly received by the Meeting-Houſe-Preach- 
ers, and are admitted to partake of the moſt Solemn and Sacred Ordinances, 
and thus they are hardened in their Iniquities, and tempted to beleive they 


may go to Heaven, tho they walk in the way of Wickednels. And where- | 


as this Gentle man enquires if the Presbyterians feared leaſt the Toleration 
granted by King James. to them, ſhould. be a. door opened to all Scandals, 
Errors, and Deſtroy Church Diſcipline, how came they to embrace it. 1 


Anſwer, Pre:byterians found a door opened to all Errors, and Immoxrality,. 


and the Diſcipline of the Church quite.Deſtroyed before ever that Tolera- 
tion was granted, and nothing appeared worthy of Cenſure, or ſo much of 
notice of the then Governours, as Presbyterian. Miniſters, their Preaching 
or Praying, and their Peoples joining with them, tho never fo privately: 
all hands were ſet at work and the ſtricteſt ſearches made to find them out, 
and to put them to the outmolt Severities. as if the cutting them off from 
being a People, had been judged abſolutely neceſſary: While in the mean 


time the God-dam-mees, and the molt notoriouſly Vile went not only without 


cenſure, but were careſſed, and employed as the the fiteſt Inſtruments, and 
ſurelt Supports of the beloved Prelacy. And is it not a jeſt to think that 
Presbyrerian Miniſters who Preached at the peril of, their Lives, ſhould' 
have given it over, becauſe King mes told them, they might exerciſe their 


Miniſtry without hazard. | "ay 7 
Rem. ['17.) p. 18. Whetcas he pretends, that thuſe of the Epiſcopal' 


Perſwafion in Scotland may be allowed a Toleration, as well as the Difſen-- 


ters in Engiard, Notwithſtanding of what has been ſaid on that ſubject, L 
ſuppoſe he means-by the Genilemans Letter to 4 Member of Parliament, give me 
leave to diſter from him, and to tell kim plainly, he ſhall as ſoc n bring the, 
Eaſt and the Weſt together, as make the caſe of the Diſſenters in England, 
and that of thoſe in Scotland run parallel; and therefor I fhall require of him. 
a particular and formal Anſwer, to what is advanced in the forclaid Letter, 
holding forth a diſcrepancy of the Caſes, As for what he ſays of the Tole- 


ration in England, its being extended to. all Parties profeſſing Chriſtianity, 


Papiſts excepred, it being known that there are many Parties in that King- 


dom, they naturally ballance each other (to give it in the words of 2 very | 


dicious Perſon that has accuratly. handled this ſubject in the: Speech witheut 
Doors) and ſo are not capable to offer any prejudice to the National 
Church; But in Scet/end the National Kirk hath but one Rival, and to 
countenance and Tolerate that, is to give the advesſe Party an Invitation 
and opportunity to try their Skill to undermine-and overturn the preſent 


Eſtabliſhment: Again he 2 that thoſe of his Party have Exhi- 


„why they caunot Join with the Eſtabliſhed 


bited the particular Groun 
| | Church 


\ 


| | LJ | 
Church. I muſt crave leave to dei y this; It is true, this Gentleman hath 
attempted it: I am confident he had no Commifſion from the Party, and 
thereſor has but ſpoke his own Sentiments, I 

Rem. [18.] p. 20. He pretends thoſe of the Epiſcopal Perſwaſion both 


Paſtors and People are of known peaceable Principles &c. and have given 


ſuſſicient proof of this under the laſt Government; It is well he ſaid under 
the lat Government, and not under the late Government, otherways the 


World would have laughed him to ſcorn; Presbyterians in thoſe days, and 


when his Party was Regnant, had pregnant proofs of the mildneſs, peace- 
ablencfs and Chriſtian Forbearance of the Prelats, and their adherents yea 
tho I will not deny, but many of the Epiſcopal Perſwaſion are peaceable, 
and gave good evidence of it under the laſt (viz. King Wilhams) Govern- 
ment, yet Pm confident many of them evidenced a quite contrary diſpoſi- 
tion, ſeveral Epiſcopal Miniſters were actually in Dundees Army, many 
trafficked up and down to induce People to join and ſupport him, and all 
of them, which I had occaſion to ſpeak with in thoſe days, were very con- 
cerned for him, and much exalted when they heard of his Succeſs, and I 
ſuppoſe thoſe Thouſands that were under his Command, were not rigid 
Presbyterians; yea its aboundantly known, when the Armies of Britam, 


aud thoſe of their Allies mett with any Dilaſter in Flanders, that ſet of Men 


look'd big and did not a little infulr, and when the Church and State ap- 
pointed Faſts, rhey were neglected by Men of that ſtamp, and in ſome 
places they kept ſumptuous Feaſts. and went a Ravelling and Danceing 
when God called to Humiliation and Mourning, | 
Rem. [19.) P. 21. It's certain ſome five or ſix Miniſters returned their 

hearty thanks to King James for his gracious and ſurpriſing favour (to keep 


their own words, which this diſingenuous Man has not done) in not only 


puting a ftop to their long ſad- Sufferings, but granting the liberty of the 
publick and peaceable Exerciſe of their Miniſterial Function without any 
hazard, they had good reaſon to declare they were of Loyal Principles, and 
that they will be fo, end likeways to entreat that thoſe who promote Diſ- 
loyal Principles and Practices might be look'd upon as none of theirs: And 
it's plain that to this day, the Principles of a certain Company, and their 
Practices not being aggreeable to the Word of God, nor the Confeſſion of 


Faith, are hateful to the Presbyterians. And as it cannot be denyed, but 


many Presbyterians had freedom to hear Epiſcopal Miniſters, when they 
could not have the Mercy to hear one of their own perſwaſion, ſo it is 
manifeſt, that a vaſt multitude of them had not freedom end no gentle, 


nay nor ſevere Act of Contormity could bring them to it, as this vain Man 
impudently afſerts; How many were forced to leaye their Country, and 


hazard 
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bazard the lofs of all, even upon this ſcore? And would have ſooner cho- 
ſen to dy than to have yeelded complyance, even in that, But to ae" 

cut that the Presbyrerians returned thanks to King James for granting a Ge- Thel 
neral Toleration is inpudence with a witneſs, there is no ſuch thing. in ber 
their A.ldreſs; tho? as | have read our beloved Hiheps Addrefſed the King conf 
to thank him for the Liberty granted to the Papilts, with ſuch baſe Syco- fte 
phantry and abject Flattery, that even the Popiſh King was aſhained of it, as wo. X 
our Author Writes, But to alledge Presbyterian "Miniſters Preached not rigid 
againſt Popery, nor did advertiſe the People of the dinger of it, is but to Cf 
ruine the Reputation of the Aſſcrter, their Hearers are living Witneſes of mull 
the contrary, yea and their Enemies too, and perſecutors; Were not ſome g 43 
of them Impriſoned and in danger of Death for their Faithfulneſs aud Free- 
dom that way? The Reverend Mr. Orrock who then Preached in a 
Meeting-Houſe in St. Andrews, was clapt up for his freedom againſt Pa- _ 
pery and perſecute as was heleived by the Arch-prmate, which I am the 
rather inclined to beleive, in regard it was moſt aggreeable to the practice 
of that great Patron of the Proteſtant Religion, in Suſpending Mr. Lyon 
Mniſter at Kllimore, for his freedom againſt Popery, in a Sermon preached 
before the Biſhop and his Clergy in St. Andrews. The Reverend Dr. Her- 
die, ran the higheſt hazard for his freedom and Faithfulueſs againſt Popery, 
& , | 


Co . 

Rem. [20.] p. 21. He pretends the Epiſcopal Clergy cannot Join with 
the Presbyterians, upon the account of the preſent Government of their 
Kirk, he denies that they hold the Government of their Church to be Am- 
bulatory. l have told him already, that there is no Proteſtant Church 
under Heaven that holds Epiſcopacy to be of Divine Right, 1 have told 
him that the Church of England in two ſolemn Convocations, have declax- 
ed that there is no difference between Presbyters and Biſhops by Divine Ap» Þ 
pointment, I have alſo given him a ſwatch of the Judgement of the Anci- 
ents upon that point; And it he will but take pains io read the firſt A 
of the 2d. Seſſ. of the 1. Parl. of K. Ch, the 2d. Anno 1662. hell hnd 
that even at that time it was held as a Royal Prerogative, and an Inherent 
Right in the Crown, to order and to diſpoſe of the External Government 
and Policy of the Church, and that by vertue of this Prerogative, the King 
and the Eſtates of Parliament, did ad ually change the Form of Church Go- 
vernment; and I know no Epiſcopal Perſon- or Miniſter in Scotland that did 
in the leaſt deny this Prerogative: And therefor by plain Demonſtration 
they all held. or ought to be reputed to have held the Government of the 
Church to be Ambulatory, and determinable either way by the King aud 
Eſtates: And ſeeing in the Teſt they ſwore to Owne and Maintain this 


Pre- 


Prerogative, I ſtill hold that thoſe who own Her Majeſties Authority are 
_ "6bliged to ſubmit to the preſent Presbyterian Government Eſtabliſhed in 

the Chufch, ſeeing the ſame is Ratified by Her Majeſty, and that under 
the pain of Perjury. Nor will the Act of Council help them in this, ſee- 
ing they ſwore that they took that Oath in the true and genuine ſenſe of 
the words, And it is folly to pretend, that now they have changed their 
Judgement to the better, what, have they made any new diſcoveries ? have 
they found 'out any new Arguments, that were not under conſideration 
before, to engage them to beleive that Epiſcopacy is of Divin: Right? Or 
have they received ſome new Revelation for it? I trow not. I hope this 
Gentleman will not be offended if I tell him thoſe Learned Prelats, whoſe 
Judgement in this point I here ſabjoin, underſtood the Controverſy as fully 
as he, or any of his party in Britain. 2 

And the firſt that 1 ſhall bring in to confront this Author and to look 
him out of Conntenance, is Dr. Bridges Dean of Saliburry, and afterwards 
Biſhop of Oxford in his Book called the Supremacy of Chriflian Princes, page 
359, clears Aerins from the charge of Hereſy in this matter, and tells us 
Zerom who lived in the ſame age with Epiphanius was of the ſame Opinion 
with Aerius, citing Ferom's Words, Idem eff ergo Presbyter, qui Epilcopus, a 
Biſhop and Presbyter is one and the fame, and this Biſhop farther adds in 
the foreſaid Book, that this was the Judgement of the Ancient Fathers cit. 
ing Lombard and Darandut he thus ſums up the whole, that in Subſtance, 
Order, or Character, as they call it, there is no difference between 4 Preift and 
a Biſhop, that the difference is but of eAccidents and Circumflances, that in ibe 
primitive times this difference was not known, &C. 


The great and excellent Dr. Zewe? Biſhop of Salubury, brings in one 
Mr. Hardmg,alledging that they which denyed the diſtinction of a Biſhop and 
Preiſt, were condemned of Hereſy, to which the Learned Prelate Anſwered, 
Wt. Oniath, for ſaid he, both the Apoſile Paul and perom, and other good 
of Men, ſhould be condemned of Hereſy at this rate, and afterward he tak- 
We eth notice that Chrzſofom ſaith between a Biſhop a and Preiſt in a manner 
. there is no difference, that Ferow faith the Apoſtle plainly teacheth us, that 
. Biſhops and Prieſts be all ene; that Aupufine faith what is the Biſhop but 
ws the firſt Prieſt, and that eAmbreſe ſaith there is but one Conſccration af 
a Prieſt and a Biſhop, for both of them are Prieſts, but the Brfkop is the 


firſt, thus he. | 
Dr. 'ittaker, Regius Profeſſor of Divinity, in the Univerſity of Cam- 
11 bridge, takes notice that the Primitive Churches were governed by the 


common conſent of the Presbyters, but afterwards by the Church: And 
255 | thus 
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thus argues, if the Apoſtles had changed the order then I would nor 
have ſo diligently collected Teſtimonies out of the fx. to wo Dar. 
that Biſhops and Presbyters were the lame, and he enquires wherefore then ©: $-® 
fairh Jerom before it was ſaid I am of Paw! G he anſwers its: certain Je — 
rom only alludeth to that place of the Apoſtle, to ſhow that Schiſins were tie 1 3 
cauſe of changeing the Order afterwards, and adds this remedy was almoſt de nevi 
worſe than the diſeaſe, for as at the firſt one Presbyter was ſet above the reſt <P 
and made a Biſhep, afterwards one Piſhop was preferred before the reſt, ** 
and this cuſtom at length produced the Pope with his Monatchy, Thus he 

The Learned Arch - Biſhop Uſher, both in his Writings and "Diſcourſe - 
acknowledged both theſe Orders to be the ſame, that the difference was 
ouly in degree, that Bifhops Ordained as Prebyters, but regulated the 
Ordination as Biſhops, and would not endure to hear the Ordinaticn of 
the Reformed Churches condemned. {n bus Redmflion of Epiſcopacy printed 
| by Dr. Bernard, He proves both by the words of Paul, of Tertullian and Redz 
the Order of the Church of England that ſpiritual Jurisdition belongs to the Epiſt, 
common Council of Presbyters, in which the Biſhop is no more than Pres by - 
ſident, takes notice that this kind et Presbyterial Governmcne had been 
long diſcuſſed in their Church, but addeth that ſeeing it is ſtill profeſſed 
every Paſtor hath a Right to Rule the Church and to Ad:niniſter the Diſ- 
cipline of Chriſt, as well as to diſpenſe the Doctrine and Sacraments, and the 
reſtrainr of the Exerciſe of that right procedeth only from the cuſtom now 
received in the Realm, no Man can doubt but by an other Law of the 
Land this hinderance may be well removed. Thus he. | 

The Learned Dr. Stulling fleet bath in his Irenicum for ever ruined the pre- 
tenſions of Epiſcopacy to a fur Diuinum, and altho? the Author of the Cſe 
pretends that he retracted that Book, yet ſo long as the reaſon of it is not 
deſtroyed I am well enough, for it is upon the reaſon of the thing, not the 
Authority of the perſon (how great ſo ever) that I depend: And till that 
Book be undone as well as unſaid, it will remain in full Force and Vertue, 
for Reaſon is always the ſame, tho* Men and their Intereſts vary: 1 
And our Countrey-Man the Learned Dr. Burner Biſhop of Salubury, infe · Vind 
rior to noue of that order, writeth | do not alledge a Biſhop to be a diſtinct el 
Office from a Presbyter. but a difterent degree of the fame Office Ee, 

I acknowledge Bilhop and Presbyter to be one and the ſame Office &c. ma- 
ny others Eminent and Learned may be added, hut I conclude with 760. 
Bacon Preben, of Cant. and refugee for Religion in Queen Marys Reign in his 
Catechiſm dedicated to both Arch Biſhops, he puts rhe Queſtion. What dif- 
ference is there betwixt a Biſhop and a Presbyter, and An{wers none at all, 
their Oqice is the fame, their Authority and Power is one, therefore Paal 
calls Miniſters ſometimes Biſhops. ſometimes Presby ters, ſometimes _—_ | 
D ome }. - 
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ſometimes Doctors, thus he. From all which its plain, the Author of the 
Caſe, and thoſe of his Opinion concerning Epiſcopacy, may be juſtly reckon- 
ed Broachers of New Doctrines. contrary to the Judgement of all Reform- 

ed Churches, and of the moſt eminently Learn'd of their own way: *Tis 
alſo plain, that the bold lnſinuations of ſome Men, ' againſt the Validity of 
+  Presbyterian Ordination, run contrary to the Sentiments of all Reformed 
Churches as well, as to the Judgement of thoſe Eminent and Learned Pre- 
lates, whoſe Teſtimonies we have adduced, and which they have cftabliſhed 
by the moſt powerful and convinceing Arguments, in their Writings, 
- But Experience hath taught me, not to expect that the Adverſaries of 
the Eſtabliſhed Church, in this Nation, will ſo much as conſider what has 
been faid for the Validity of Presbyterian Ordination, or againſt the Divine 
Right of Epiſcopacy, by Men of their own way, or by Presbyterian Writ- 
ters. So excellent Diſputants are they, that they will hold by the Concluſion, 
let Men treat the Premiſſes as they will. 8 

* Remark, 20. p. 22, 23. As to what he there ſays againſt the Gentlemans 
Letter with reſpect to the Addreſs of the Epiſcopal Clergy to the Queen, as 
alſo with reſpect to the unnatural and Calumnious Speeches of ſome of the 
Epiſcopal Meeting · Houſe Preachers, who loaded their Native Country 
with the horrid Murder of K. C. the firſt; As alfo with reſpect to Her Ma- 
jeſties Promiſes to maintain and protect the Eftablifhed Government of the 
Church, I ſhall only deſire theforeſaid Letter may be conſidered, and com- 
pared with thoſe pages of the Caſe, and I doubt not, but the Impar- 
tial Reader will find, the Letter ſtands entire notwithſtanding of what is 
advanced by our Author. | bl 

Rem. 21. f. 24+ Our Author falls foul upon the Author of the Eflay 'Tis 

eaſy to ſnatch at words, to make a clinch, and to give things an unfutur- 
able turn, to occaſion Laughter, But Men muſt not be ſcoffed out of their 
Reaſon, The Author of the Eſſay is above his Banter, and bis Knowledge in 
Philoſophy, Divinity and other parts of Learning is ſuch, that in my Opi- 
| nion this Genleman will do well. not to thruſt at his Reputation there, left 
be ruine hisown. And were it not that I know, if the Author of the Eflay 
= judge it worthy of his while, he'll chaſtiſe him, what he has here ſaid, ſhould: 
1 ave had a more particular confideration. | 


Rem. 22. p. 25. Our Author takes notice of one ſingular Argument (as he 
calls it) in the Country Miniſters Letter againſt Tolerationz viz, That the 
Toleration cannot be granted here, without Encroaching upon the Legal 
Benefices ; and this he alledges is the cauſe of all that's ſpoke by Presbyteri- 
ans againſt the Toleration: Now to deal plainly, aud to give a juſt account 
of the well grounded apprehenſions of Men: Let our Authour know; that 

M0 


«wu 


OE. OY 
a Toleration is craved, to make 


and diſpoſe the Nation, for receiving the Young 
Eights, to ſway the Royal Scepter, and thatupon the firſt opportunity: And 
ſeeing its ſaid, that all the Young Men of the Epiſcopal perſwalion, who 

reſent themſelves to the Quondem Biſhops for Ordination, were during K. 
7ames*s Life, obliged by thoſe Prelates to take the Oath of Alledgance to him; 
and fince his Death they oblige them in like manner to Swear to the 


- 


pretended K. Fawes the 85h, It muſt be acknowledged, that all who haye 


any regaird to the Proteſtant Religion, and were concerned in the late hap 


Revolution, and in the Government ſince, muſt needs oppoſe the To, 1 
ing Men of that Stamp, and under theſe Eugagements, as they would not 


put all that's dear to them, whether as Men, or as Chriſtians into Eminent 
hazard, if not certain Ruine. And it I be judged unfair in this, I crave that 
the Author, and thoſe of his party, may ſpeak plainly and tell us freely; 


Whether or not that by a Toleration they intend to draw in Epiſcopacy, 
and this as a notahle mean to diſpoſe this Nation to receive a PopiſhSuccefſour? 


But when I conſider, that this has been laid before their door in other prints, 
and they have alwayes waved it; I may take the queſtion as granted: And 
ſeeing this is indeed the ſenſe we have of matters, its more juſt to attribute 


all the Diligence and Faithfulneſs of Miniſters, whether in Preachiug or Writ- 
ing to this Cauſe, than to that mean and inconſiderable one inſinuated 


by our Author, wiz. a fear leaſt Epiſcopal Miniſters get into Churches. and 
poſſeſs Benefices : But it ſeems to me, he judges others by himſelf, which 
is but a very unfair way of Reckoning; and whether Men of his ſtamp, or 
the Miniſters of the Eſtabliſh'd Church, bave occaſioned the Proyerb oh 

firmed it; The Holy Mimniftry is turned into a Trade, by whith to gain an eaſy 
Lung? Let the World Judge; And whether thoſe, or theſe, have moſt 
made. a Merchandiſe of the Holy Miniſtry, eſpecially as to their Entry to 


it? As for his terming the Miniſters of the Eſtabliſht Church, « New Seit of 
Alen, irs highly Reflective: I doubt nor but our Author is much diſſatised 


with that Pious and Chriftian proviſion, the Parliament made for thoſe, ho at 
the Appointment of ſudicatories of the Church, Preached benorth Forrh;" and 


yet all thinking Men muſt acknowledge that it is but juſt and reaſonable, 


that thoſe who Preach there, ſhould have a Maintainance out of the Stipends; 


Rem. 24. page 26. This Gentleman tells us Presbyterians might have 
ſpared their terrible forebodings of what Cruelty: may be looked for from 
theſe of the Epiſcopal Perſwaſion &. Thoſe Apprehenſions are juſt; *I'tis 


plain that the old Temper and ſpirit doth ſtill poſſeſs them; and they want 
ny | D 2 no 


| way for the intredu ion ef Fpiſco Py 7 
and the overturning of the preſent Eſtabliſhment-- And all this 2 DAR | 
Gentleman Ring Jamerfle” + 
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And the Apoſtle tells us, that rheſe that ſerve at the Altar ſhould live by it. © 


= . oy 9 0 
— 
4 


(28) 


nor morebut an oportunity, to React all the Cruelties of which Thouſands, yet 


luieing has ſeen this Nation a Tragical Scene: and the Spirit of Perſecution, 


being bound up in them by the Chains of Providence theſe Fourtcen Years; 
If by our Sins we provoke God, to unlooſe their Bands, they will fall in 
upon us with more Rage and Fury then ever: And to compare the Govern- 
ment in the Eſtabliſh'd Church to, or call it an Hierarchical T'yranny, to make 
the State T ruckle under it, and to be Executioners of its Orders, is ſome- 
what odd, and ſo contrary to the Knowledge and Experience of all Men, 
that the Repeating is the Refuting of it, as well as the Expoſing of the Au- 
thor. He gives out, The Church forced Men to Swear Covenants againſt 
their Conſcience; And wou'd make Men beleive that thoſe who refuſed were 
perſecuted even to Death, and that the Scaffolds were made to Reck, with 
the Blood of the Nobility, and Gentry, and ail this by the Church, and be. 
cauſe they cou'd not in Conſcience take the Covenant: Is it poſſible for 
. Man to make a more foul Repreſentation! Can any Man advance any thing 
upon a worſe delign? Wou'd he not hereby excite the Paſſions of Men, 
and highten the prejudices of ſome againſt the Eftabliſh'd Church: Bur I'm 
confident, no Man of ſence will take his Teſtimony no not upon Oath in this 
matter: For its plain. that notwithſtanding of all his pretenſiom to Brotherly 
Love and Charity, Unity and Concord among Chriſtians, he cannot purge 
himſelf of Malice, and partial Counſel; Yea and I underſtand, ne Man can 
be reputed a habile Witneſs, who has given himſelf up to vent a Train of Un- 
truths: I am weary in ſearching out the Falſehoods of his Paper, I ſhall only 
tell him, the Church doth not, nor never did, defire any Man to take any 
Oath, or come under any Obligation contrary to their Conſciences. And to 
inſinuate, That the State made the Scaſſolds Reck by the Death of any one 
Man, upon the account that they would not take the Covenant, is ſo groſs | 
that J have no extraordinary name of Ignominy, and an ordinary one I will 
not give it: But to pretend, that the State was the Executioner of the 
Churches Orders, in putting any Man to Death, is wonderſul: Did ever 
the Church paſs a Scntence of Death or Forfaulture, of Fineing or Confin- 
ing againſt any Man ? Nay ſurely : No Man can produce one inſtancee, and 
therefore i hope a'l men will be aware, and not take things upon Truſt, that 
that ar: advanced by this Man, who hath ſcarce kept within bounds in any 
one paragraph of- his pamphlet : And let this man pretend what he will, 1 
do aſſert that never Man dyed upon the account of Prelacy,tho' that Idol has 
had Thouſands of Presbyterians ſacrificed to it in Scetland, and that angry 
Ghoſt (it ſeems) will not be appeaſed, until the Scaffold its Altar be erected 
and made to Reek again: And as has been hinted at before,the foulReproach- 
es, Miſrepreſentatious, yea and the deſign of this whole paper; ſeems te 


lays 


ſay, it is but reafonable this Ghoft mould be thus appeaſed. I ſhall now 
offer a few General Remarks, and fo conclude. WES 2 — » 
Kem. 1, *Tis plain, Tho' this Gentleman pretends to plead for a Tolgra-. - 
tion only, he intends to overturn the Eftablifh'd Church, and to introduce 
Prelacy z And as he 1s moſtly concerned forPrelacy,and the Reintroduction of 
it; ſo he hath ſpent moſt of his pains in this pamphlet, to diſpoſe to it : Had 
he intended a Toleration only, to what purpoſe did he inſiſt ſo much uponPre« 
lacy? And it he deſigned not to excite the Parliament to « new Revolu- 
tion, Why has he ſo otten told them, that Prelacy is of Divine Right ; and 
that the Reformed Churches judge it of abſolute neceſſity, for attaining the 
great Ends of the Goſpel: And this his deſign is yet the more plain, ſeeing 
in the Geutlemans Letter, It is frequently told, and fully proven, that the 
introduction of Prelacy is intended by thoſe that preſs fora Toleration : And 
tho? he pretends (bur falſely) that he has particularly conſidered that Letter 
(if by conſidered he means anſwered ) he doth not diſoun that Defign ; 
And how much then his paper encroacheth upon the Clams of Right every 
one may Judge. | | SEE... 
Rem. 2. In the whole paper he carries like a Dictator, not a Diſputant 
ke tells us Epiſcopacy is of Divine Right, that Timothy and Titus were pto 
per Biſhops of Epheſus and Crete: That the Angels of the Aae Churches 
were Biſhops, That the Reformed Churches judged Epiſcopacy to be Divine 
Right and abſolute neceſſity: And all this without the leaſt ſhadow of ei- 
ther Truth or proof: Yea contrary to the plaineſt Evidence, and moſt Au- 
thentick Records. | 
Rem. 3. Ihave lately ſeen an Addreſ made by ſome Presbyterians in 
Edinburgh, and Canengate to King James upon the Account of the Liberty: gi- © 
ven by him; To which no doubt our Authcr had an Eye, when he ſpoke 
eAddreſſes upon that occaſion: I heartily wiſh , thepublither of that Addreſs 
had fixed the Names of the Addreſſers to it, that I might have infermed my 
ſelf more particularly anent it. It muft be owned, that they have been in- 
cautious in their Expreſſions, and ſeem too much to commend the Declara- 
tion in general, which the Five or Six Miniſters in their Addreſs to Ki 
ame r, on that occaſion, have with great Caution and Faithfulneſs unden 
againſt, Now | am told, the people made their Addreſs, without the Di- 
rection or Advice of their Miniſters; Yea they were ſurprifed and tricked 
into it, by one who carried freindly, but was really upon a State-Intrigue, to 
engage men one way or other, to own the diſpenfing power; of which (as 
I am told) ſome after-praQtices of his gave plain demonſtration. I am lite? 
wayes told, the moſt that were prevailed with, to ſign that Addreſs, were But 
Ten or Twelve. And I do aſſure the Reader, that none of theſe Addreffes 
8 ever 
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a oe. on 
evet had the Approbation of the Miniſters and people of Scor/and: And there 


them. | f 
Rem. 4. This Gentleman pretends, that we dare little truſt to the Incli- 
nations of the People, notwithſtanding our high pretenſions to them: 1 

hope none will deny, but that the Inclinations of the People beſouth Tay 
are for Presbytry, and generally ſo averſe from Prelacy, that, that Form 
of Government is utterly intolerable in theſe places, and I do confidently 
avere that benorth Tay the Inclinations of the People ſtand ſo indifferent to 
either, That as the Reverend Mr. Adeldrum in his Printed Sermon, from 
his own certain perſonal knowledge hath afferted, they will not ſtay from 
their Pariſh Churches, but attend on Ordinances there diſpenſed, whether 
by Presbyterian or Epiſcopal Miniſters; Yea, and I bid open defyance to 
this Gentleman, or any of his ftamp, to condeſcend upon any Pariſh ſett- 
led by a Presbyterian Minifter, or ſupplyed by the Appointments of the 
Church, in any place benorth Tay, where the Body of the People doth 
not Join in Worship and partake of all Ordinances. diſpenſed, unleſs they 
are reſtrained by ſome particular perſon or other, of known diſaffection; 
yea and for Demonſtration of this, there was not an Epiſcopal Meeting- 
Houle in the whole North of Scotland, till of late, and before Mr. Aber- 
comies Letter was directed there; except, in the Shire of Angus, and even 
there, there were but two or three, one at Montreſs and another at Dundee, 
and theſe kept up only out of humour, by perſons of avowed diſaffection 
to the Civil Government; when they wanted preaching in the Meeting- 
Houſes, they all joined in Worſhip in the Churches, a very few particu- 
lar perſons excepted, and even theſe were led more by humor, than Con- 
ſcience: And as they have acknowledged to my ſelf, they look upon the 
Government of the Church to be indifferent, and ſtood not to own, that 
if they had been ſatisfied with the Civil Authority, whereby Presbytry 
was Eſtabliſhed, and Epiſcopacy Aboliſhed, they would have had no ſcruple 
to have joined in Communion with us; and - this they own to all that J 
have converſed with, who have diſcourſed them upon that ſubje&t. The 
World muſt not be impoſed upon, by the Addreſſes, the buſy Agents of that 
party have procured, in Orkney, Fife, and Glaſgow, it's well known, that 
in Orkney, ſome perſons pretending the Queens Authority convecncd the 
People, and threatned them with Her Majeſties diſpleaſure, aſſured them 
that Epiſcopacy was juſt now to be Eſtabliſhed, That the Bilhup when he 
came among tkem, would be ſevere upon thoſe that would not ſubſcribe 
that Addreſs; yea they went the length, to fine thoſe that would not fign, 


which, conſidering how much the Feople of that Country depended erde 
the 


the Biſhop in time of Epiſcopacy, aid that many of them ate the queens + © 
vafſals and Tennents, could not bur much byaſs them, contrary to. their 
Inclinations: Yet their ſucceſs there, was not fo great, as might have 
been expected even among an indifferent People. And as for the unac- 
countable methods uſed in Fife, ſuch as, their going to Schools, and cauſ- 
ing all the Boys ſign the Addreſs, forceing Tennents to do the ſame, with» 
out ſo much as acquainting them with the nature of it, and their procur- 
ing the lame perſons to ſign the Addreſs under difterent Deſignations, as 
Lairds of ſuch a place, Burgeſſes of ſuch a place, as Gentlemen, as In- 
dwellers, Cc. ſo that one Man not only might, but actually did, fign thay 
Addreſs eight times, under different Deſignations; they are fully expoled 
in the Account the Presbytry of St. Andrews gave to Her Majeſties Secre- 
taries ot this Buſineſs. And as for the Addreſs of Glaſgow, tho the Au- 
thor of the Modeſt aud juſt Reflexions, bath aflerted, that four hundred 
of the prime Inhabitants ot Glaſgow hath ſigned luch- an Addreſs, yet, we 
bid him open defyance, to name above three or four Families of that diſpo- - 
fition in that Town, conliſting of above fifteen thouſand Inhabitants; and 
therefore the World may juſtly wonder, how he came to join ſuch a Ti- 
tle to his Paper, and yet it were pity to forbid them Marriage, ſeeing 
the Title and the Pamphlet, are not within the remote degrees of Aﬀinily, 

or Conlanguinity, And now from this account of Matters, which is Me 
deſt and juſt, we may ſee whether They, or We, have the beſt pretenſions 
to the Inclinations of the People; For ſeting aſide all that are Indifferent,. 
and cannot be reckoned on either party, and ſo cannot have the leaſt caſe 
to Conſcience from Toleration, there are a Thouſand to Oue Zealouſſy 

and from a principle; for the preſent Eſtablimment. n 
| Rem. 5. I cannot but admire the politicks of thoſe that would introduce 
a Toleration here, eſpecially conſidering, the Attempts lately made in the 

Engliſh Parliament againſt theſe of our Principles there; and yer plead fot an 
Union betwixt the two Nations: They ſeem to me as Impolitick as Im- 
modeſt, It's known, that we are very jealous of Engliſh influence upon 
the account of the Government of our Church; and it's certain, this At- 
tempt will mightily increaſe the Jealouſy; yea Men are tempted to 
think, that the Factors for a Toleration in Scotland, are in Concert, if 
they have not a Commiſſion, from theſe that endeavour to abridge the Diſ- 
ſenters Liberty in England, and jointly deſign ro ruine the Presbyterian In- 
tereſt, both there and here: And therefore inadvertantly fruftrate all 
hopes of an Union. Bur above all, to frame ſuch a Toleration as may by 
Law Authorize the uſe of the Exgli Ceremonies and Service Book in Scot- 
land, is ſuch a bold ſtroke, confidering that the bringing in thoſe Cere- 
| monies 
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monies and Service- Book in Worſhip of God in Scotland, was the 
cauſe of that Lamentable Breach between King Charles the Firſt and this 
Nation ; and produced the worſt Effects, of War and Blood-Shed : as can- 
not be accounted for, and will undoubtedly proye ſuch a hinderance to 
the defigned Union, as no Scott Man can in any Cenſcience win over. 


A OSISURIPT, 

For removing the Duſt, the Author of the Caſe hath raiſ- 
ell againſt the Letter, concerning the Grounds an] Rea- 
. ſons, why thoſe of the Prelatical Fer ſwaſion cannot join 
in Communion with the Eſtabliſhed Church. 


N the Introduction of his Poſtſcript he pretends his aim in the Caſe &. 
1 was, to give a clear, ſhort, and juſt repreſentation of the difference 
&cc. And I pretend that my aim in the foregoing paper is to prove his te- 
preſentation of matters, is neither clear, ſhort, nor juſt. And ] am of 
Opinion that every unprejudiced, and impartial Reader will ſee that I have 
obtained my End. is is plam the Author ot the Letter &c. could not 
approve of the Treatment the Miniſters of the Eſtabliſhed Church met with 
from the Authour of the Caſe, and | can aſſure you, his wrath and paſ- 
ſions were not moved by it, but as | perſectly underſtand, he read thoſe 
ſheets, and anſwered that part ot them, with a calme and pleaſant temper, 
and ſmiled to find his Work ſo eaſy, and his Antagoniſt to ruine his Cauſe, 
as well as his Reputation, by what he advanced a d ye may eaſily beleive 
that he is not angry for the Firſt, thu? he may be ſorry for the Laſt, be- 
cauſe he could with every Man would more conſult his Credit, Humznity, 
as well as Religion, being ſo much concerned in it. And as for the hard 
Words in that paper he doubts nor, but a Man of any CharaQter or Quality 
might have uſed them upon the like occaſion. He found a private perſon 
for his own ends. milrepreſenting and uttering the groſſeſt Faltchoods 
againſt the whole Eſtabliſhed Church, yet to how, how condeſcending he 
is, | have allowance trom him to ſmoo.h that Paper, and put it its proper 
place, among thele Sheets, which | have done. Heb . 
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the late Prelacy, could not with a good Conſcience come up to the Terms of 
| Miniſterial Communion, and that becauſe the Government was never 
heard of before, an Imparity without a parallel. To which it was Antwer⸗ 
ed Firſt, The Government is the ſame it was it was in the 92, when ir 
Forbes and Mr. Irvine Addrefled for aſſumption for themſelves,” And the 
Dioceſs of Aberdeen their Conſtituents, and that ſeveral other Addrefles of - 
the ſame nature, from other parrs of the Kingdom were laid before that 
Aﬀembly, and although this be a Matter of Fact, and mainly in force 
againſt thoſe that actuaſſy concerned im it, yet conſidering the great number 
of them, and that in all the Prints I have ſeen, this Dzed of theirs was not con 
demned, and there being no Remonſtrance made by their Brethren againſt 
them at the time, it may ve look'd upon as a ſtrong preſumption, at leaſt; 
whatever may be pretended now, that the Body of the Epiſcopal Clergy (as 
the Author phraſeth it) did not look upon it as contrary to Conſcience to 
join with the Eſtabliſhed Church, and may we not in this caſe ſay z qu - 
cet, conſentire widetur: And 1 muſt fill fay to pretend in the Eſtabliſhed 
Church, there is an [mparity without a parallel. is both difingenuous, and 
Ridiculous,is there any Impariry among Pre: byterian Miniſters, and as for the 
Prelatical Miniſters of the Nation, ſo ſoon as they were received into Mi- 
niſterial Communion, they were admitted to an equal ſhare of the Govern- 
ment, and how they can either have; or expect to have it, till they be afſum- 
ed is above my comprehenſion, But what is ſaid on the Remark upon the 12 
page of the Caſe will afford ſatisfaction, for tho our Author repeat, I may 
be allowed not to follow his example.” But to put this matter beyond all con- 
troverſy know, that at the Reformation, Yrelacy was ſent a packing, as 
well as Popery, as we have already cleared the Government of the Church 
was managed by the Church-Officers acting in Parity, and the firſt Prelats 
we had were Conlecrate as they term it, and ſent from Englanl in the year 
1610, Spots wood and his fellows, which were as violently Impoſed upon the 
Church at that time, as they were cheerfully rhrown out, in the Year - 1638 
by a free and lawful Aſſembly countenanced by Authority, which Eftabliſh- 
ed Presbytry with the approbation of the whole Kingdom, and 1mmedrtly 
thereafter Presbytry, this Churches Reformation Right, had its Priviledges 
and free Exerciſe reſtored in one Parliamefit, aid confirmed in another, 
where King Ch. the 1, was perſonally preſent, and thus it continued except, 
the violent Encroachment made upon it by that Vile Uſurper Omer Croms 
wel, until the year 661, when King Charles 2d Parl. 1. K 2. Add. i. 
By vertue of his Royal Prerogative, and claiming it as an Inherent Right 
to the Crown, to order and diſpoſe of the External Government, and Policy 
| E of 


The Author of the Caſe pretended firſt that Miniflers that ſerved under 


of the Church, did introduce Biſhops empowering them to Exercife all Acts 
of Jurisdiction and Diſcipline with advice and aſſiſtance of ſuch of the 
_ Clexgy only, as ſhould be of known Loyalty and Prudence; they being al- 
Ways countable to His Mayjelty. And chos Presbytry ſuffercd a. violent In- 
tetruption, and Prelacy in a moſt Erafian manner by the Civil Magiſtrate, 
without any Eccle ſiaſtick conſtitution, was crammed down our Throats, and 
contrary to the Oath and Covenant of God, which King, Parliament Gen- 
try, \Miniliess. Burgeſſes and Commons, had folemaly entered into, not“ 
withſtanding of all which thoſe Miniſters who were faithſul to God, and 
made Conſcience of their Oath | tho thrown out of their e and al- 
& to Exerciſe Government and Diſcipline, in which they wanted not the 
concusrence of Elders, and the ſubmiiſion of a willing People, tho in fo do- 
ing, they were not only expoſed to, but actually underwent the ſevereſt 
Perſecutions, until the late happy Revolution ( fave a ſhort breathing by 
King games his Liberty) when the Eſtates in their Claw of Rib, declared 
Preſacy an unfupportuble Greivance to the Nation. And the Remanent 
of thePresbyterian Miniſters that had eſcaped the hands of their Bloody Perſe · 
cutors and ſuch as they received into Miniſterial Communion with them 
ſelves having got the tree and full Exerciſe of the Government fecured to 
thenTin the 1. Sef. of Parl. of King William and Queen Aary And Presby- 
try being thus reſtored to its due and ancient priviledges and Rights, thoſe 
Presbyterian Miniſters began freely, and with ordinar Solemnities to Exerciſe 
Government and Diſcipline in their Judicatories which through the violence 
of the times they were forced to do but covertly, and in Cerners. before. 
And thus its eaſy to perceive that Presbytry was the firſt Government Eſta- 
bliſhed in this Church, after the Reformation: And conſequently thoſe who 
have fallen from it, or ſeparate upon that account may with far greater rea- 
fon be reckoned Schiſmaticks, than thoſe who owned and maintained it, 
and let Men ſpeak or Write what they will, it is a plain Truth, that before 
the year 60 or 62, there was never a Scoteman that alledged Presbyterians 
were Schiſmaticks, or quarrelled the validity of Presbyterian Ordination: 
And ſince the 62 1 can obſerve no juſt ground for a Charge of ſuch an 
high nature againſt Presbyterians. It is an undoubted Truth that the Mini- 
ſtry and the whole Nation had ſolemnly, and under the form of an Oarh 
renounced Prelacy, and owned and engaged to maintain Presbytry in the 
Church before that time. And now | would gladly know with what ſha- 
dow of Reaſon thoſe Miniſters and People, who have proven faithful to God, 
and made Conſcience of their Solemn Oaths and Engagements in cleaving to 
Presbytry ſhould be reckoned Schiſmaticks, and that thoſe who over the 
Belly of the moſt Solemnand facred Vowes and Engagements _ | 
| xclaple 
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rel and ſtill cleave untothe m more than once red Preſet , 
regs, nd Church: Ar Ne CO ; 
Andir being plain from what | have did that Prelacy from: 4 to: b4 
Revolution was nothing elle but a Violence and a Rape committed upon the 
Church by the mere force of the Secular Arm, wichout her o conſent, 
their Civil Eſtabliſhment and Secular ſupport failing them; 2 order and 
{ett of Prelatical Men neccf{arly fell to the Ground, they having no other 
Foot to ſtand upon; Ihe ſurviving Fresbyteriau Minifters, and thoſe they 
had received into a ſhare of the Government with them were the only Socie- 


ty of the Church Officers, chat could pretend any Right;-Eecelehaftick'vr 


Civil to Judge and Cenlure, to receive into, or caſt our of the Church ac · 


cording to the Goſpel Rules; And thus our Anthors mighty wonder, and 
— without a parallel, hath evaniſhed into Smoak and Air; And his 
venting of it ſerves only to inforen the World of the HERE Notions he 
has of matters. | | 
In the 34 page of this- Polticripe, Our Author tells eg r form. of G5. 
vernm nt» is Etiabliſhed by Law, and the H rclatical Clergy muſt patiently 
bear with it, all f picaſe God to odd ihe: beats of Her Majeſty, and of the 
High Court of Parliament, t0.confuder thew Greivances;, and to remead them, no 
doubt by overturning the preſent Eſtabliſhment, and introducting their be- 
loved Prelacy, This Gentleman would rake care of invading the Clam bf 
Rig ht in his Writings, and all unbyailed Men muſt judge it ill policy that to 
gratify an Hundred or T'wo Prelatical Miniſters, as many Thouſands and moe 
ſhould be put under inſupportable Greivances. It ill becomes him to ask 
whether Presbyterian Miniſters exerciſcd their Power as Deputies from the 
State, or as Minifters authorized by fetus Chriſt. Indeed if the Government 
of the Church had been — by the King, by vertue of his Royal Pre- 
rogative, to order and diſpoſe of the external Government and Holicy of the 
Church : And if resbyterian Minifters had (ſworn ſuch an obe Gupre- 
macy as was required by King Gharies 2. and were they to the 
Civil Magiſtrate for all their Adminifirations as Head of the Ohurch, and Ta: 
preme judge ot all Cauſes Eccleſiaftical and Civil, and from Whom Af other 
Judges and Judicatures Eocleſiaſtical did derive their Fower, they might be 
well — State relates, or Deputes of the Civil Magittrate; and in 
far, not Ambaſſadors of Jeſus Chriſt; which was indeed the Cafe cf Prelalti 
and Prelatical Government, as is evident by the then flanding Laws 1.8, 
2. A# 1. Se. 3. Ar. 4. Parl. 2. A# 1. And thus the Feelatical Guvernniche 
was called, and judged, and that moſt juſtly Hi, HMayrfher Goutrnment® Ec 
ele haſaaal. Parl. 1. Se 3. AR 1. So far were they and their Biſhops, "wh 
fac and V oted to this Act, in che name of the Church from owititig Proj” 
E 2 cy 


at; 
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ey to be of Divine Right. And ſeeing the Civil Magiſtrate doth not now = 


pretend to be Head of the Church, or require any ſuch Oath of Suprema- 
cy, but hath Solemnly renounced both, by Act of Parliament. Parl. 1. Se. 
2. Act. 1. V. and Ad. And ſeing Fresbyterian Church Government, and 
Church Diſcipline, that is the Government of the Church by Kuk Seſſions, 


Tresbytries, Provincial Sy nods and General A ſſemblies is Eſtabliſicd upon 


the foot of the Act of Parliament 1592. Reviving the ſame, and Reſcinding 
all Acts in ſo far as contrary to, and inconſiſtent with the Exerciſe of 
the Presbyterian Government now Eftabliſbed- V. and Ad. Parl. t. Sefſ 2 
Cb. 5. There cannot|be the leaſt ſnaddo w of Reaſon for calling the Presbyte- 

rian Miniſters fate Prelates or Deputies of the State, no more than our Au- 
ther may call the Chriſtian Faith, or the Scriptures of God, mere ſtate 
Conſtitutions, Becauſe the Parliament in their profound Wiſdom, have put 


a Fence about them, an hedge of Penalties, and Civil Sanctions, and theres 


fore as the Miniſters in all their Adminiſtrations act by vertue of their Com- 
miſſion from Chriſt, fo as Presbyters are they impowered by him to meet, 
and to judge Presbyters, and to Exerciſe the power of the Keyes, are we 
not told the Spirit of the Prophets muſt be ſubject to the Prophets and the 


Presbyters of the Church of Epheſus (for fo it is in the Original, Alt. 20. 17. 


pr ixanirare rut TpioBuripess rij c ixxaurixs, tho it be rendered the Elders in our 
verſion of the Bible) are charged to take heed to themſelves, as well as to 
the Flock, over which the Holy Ghoſt had made them Buſhops ir er 
Verſe 28. tho our Tranſlators have rendered it Overſeers And thus we 


have the lame perſons that are called Presbyters in the 17 called Biſhops 


in the 28 Verſe of this Chapter by the Apoſtle, tho the Tranſlaters being 


this already. But then he tells us, if a Man Preach upon thoſe Words, ye are 
bought wah 4 Price &c. He is unmediatly charged with Herely, 1 do not 


know what Anſwer need to return to this, for I am confident none would 


beleive any{uch thing that hath the leaſt Acquaintance with the Author, and 

the freedom he takes in Loading thoſe, whom he intends to blacken. And 
as fox Mr. Graham, if he had Injury done him, the Superior Judicatories of 
the Church Redreſſcd his Greivances - And if thoſe he names with Mr. 


Graham or any other had obſerved Mr. Grabam's Meaſures, the World is 
" | bound 


boand to belcive, if they had been found leſed, Juſtice, would have beer 


done them, So that the Author may be well reckened calumnious, in load- 
ing the Church as he did, without any breach of modeſty, The Author 
of the Letter ſtill thinks he has got ad vantage by it's being owned that the 
Prelatical Miniſters cannot ſign the Confeſſion of Faith, and ſeeing it has been 
ſo frequently told and particularly in that Lerier, that the Party is ſulpect to 
be deeply tainted with Arminian Tenents, and conſequently highly pre judged 


ag againlt the Weitminſler Confeſſion, and that they (till refuſe to purge them- 


ſelves and ſhift, as here, the ſuſpicion, is like to turn to a Demonſtration. 
And as for what he ſays. of oblig eng Miniſters to ſign Forms drawn up by 
Men, ſtricks as much againſt the Church of Eng/azd or any other Church 
for ought I know, as againit the Church of Scotland. The Author of the 
Letter is not miſtaken in ſay ing that the Foruula containing the grounds 
of Aſſumption into Miniſterial Communion requires of them that are to 
be Aſſumed, that they own and acknowledge the Kirk Government to be 
the only Government of the Church in this Kingdom,  Eftabhſhed by Law, 
and he appeals to the Formula it ſelf, nor docs he- in the, leaſt doubt, 
that if a worthy Perſon willing to give ſatisfaction in all other Points, 
excepting againſt the, Ruling. Elders Judging of, Miniſters Doctrine, 
but he would be condefcended to in this, And as © he pretends 
Prelatical Miniſters cannot Preach the Docttine of the Presbyternans. As he 
was enquired before, ſo l enquire again, what Doctrine is it Fresbyterians - 
Preach, and if he ſhould not, would be Cenſured for ? As for the Doctrines 
contiin'd in the Hind ler looſe l am not acquainted with them, and as they + 
have been repreſented ro me, Presbytcrians diſoun them. And I am very 
ſures, whatever may be rhe Sentiments of Presbyterians concerning the obliga- 
tions of the Covenant, no Miniſter has been cenſured for not Preaching 
the ſame, and none can pretend that this is required as a Term of Mini- 
ſterial Communion, and therefor to ſpeak of thele things here is beſide the 
purpoſe, Then. our Author tells us how the Pulpits here thundred againſt 
Mr. Lorimer was the diſcourſe of all the Nation; In anſwer. to this I flill 
refer him to the Letter, and in the mean time I muſt tell him that the Com- 
mon Dilcourſe with reſpe& to what is uttered by the Presbyterian Mini- 
ſters from the Pulpit is not much to be regarded; why? Was it not con- 
fidently ſaid by an Officer of State, that a certain Miniſter of this City 
within theſe few days, had from the Tron Church Pulpit uttered theſe 
Words? My Lord Tarbet ir cutting the Throat of Preh and has talen wp 
the Cudgels againft Chriſt; yea and this Story was ſet oft with ſuch a ſeem- 
ing certainty, that Miniſters were told that a certain Gentleman had writen ' 
thole words from the Miniſters mouth, and tuo Witucſes Names wertes 
con- 


= 


condeſcended on, who were in the Lech and heard'the Sermon, and yet 
after all, that Noble Lord is ſo fully convinced of the Falſhood of this Sto- 
ry, that he has owned it to the Miniſter « However this Story has gone to 


Court to ſerve a turn there, and no doubt it will be the Diſcourſe of all 


the Men of that Set in the Nation, and they may impoſe upon others 
too; this again may be ſufficlent to defeat all the idle Stories that paſs up 
and- down concernitig Miniſters Sermons. ok nt ug NY 
P. 6. Poff.. The Author of the Letter ſtil! thinks that it is impudent malice 
to ſay,ethe Presbyterians have thrown out the Lords Prayer out of their pu- 
Hick Devotion, and | again referr the Reader to the Letter for ſatisſaction, 
and 1 abIGlutly refuſe that the omitting of the Lords Prayer, is a part of that 
unifotmiry of Worſhip! which is required; And ſeeing ſome Presby terien 
" Miniſters do uſe it, and the Directory recommends it, this Gentlemans al- 
led cance is unjuſt. He likeways infiriuats here, that the Scriprures are 
for publickty read in the Churches, and yet it is manifeſt, that the Scrip- 
fures are,publickly read in all the Churches, a whole Chapter every Lords 
Day oidinarly, and 1 hope he will not ſay, they arc not read, becauſe they 
are alfo expounded, He falls upon the Lords P1aycr again, aud tells us 
that he thought our Savivurs commanding us den we Fray to ſay Our 
Father Cc. had been a good warrand for the ue of that Divine Fo: mi, and 
} think ſo too: and ſ., we are agreed, But fra u hat would our Au— 
thor be at, does the Church of Sc . en pretend that it is unwarrantable to 
uſe that Form, I wiſh God may torgive him for luch infinuations* It was 
told bim indeed. tho' he thoaghr fit to take no notice of ir, that they 
can no more evince that we are commanded to ule theſe Words preciſely 
when we pray from that of Luke, wee Je pray ſay our Father Cc. than 1 
can evince that Miniſters are commanded always when they Freach, to lay 
the Kingdom of Heaven 1s at hand, in expre(s terms from that of Maisbew, . 
and as ye go preach ſaying the Kingdom of i aven is at hand. The famous in- 
ſtance ct our niceneſs in uniformity in Worſhip he takes notice of, tho! it 
were true is not to the purpoſe, we are treating now of the Terms of Mi- 
niſterial Communion, and 1 will not digre's. As for what he ſays of Mr, 
Morriſon, who trad got à Call to ſome Church in the Shire of Bamf, and 
his being rejected becauſe he would not ſign ſuch a writing. I ſhall only 
ſay, if the Sy nod of Aberacen required any other engagements of him than 
the Aſſembly allows, he might have appealed, and he would have had Juſtice 
done him. | 
7. 7. Pop. Our Author ſeems diffatished, alledging hard treatment 
from the Author of the Letter, 1 ſhall ſhortly give an account of the buſi» 
teſs. In the 16, p. of the Caſe, he had ſaid how come they (vix Presby terian 
5 | Mini- 


OO T 
Minifters) to Trete with uch impudeace'hrovgh"theWaridh gem the PE 
pit, chat the Goſpe? had. nor been Preachs'co the People” for is: "Ylliy. © 
the Author of the Letter depyed' zi: Charge" 2s Scud ede 200mg, 
can it eyer preſerve bu, Ciedit, by fri Wife M, Bet N e es 
corner or other; be miſcarriage of one can never be reetone 4 the deb of « 1 at 1 
that one bad been delated, au reavefs refuſed, now Im glad to bnd the K. 
thor brought to his Repentance,” and to ackiiowledpe thir in faying ſo Re 
poke an Uutruth, bur 1 muſt fill fly, he Had never any ground to bekive 
it for a Truth, and I atm affraid, he beleived it becauſe he 10928 16" hen 
the Miniſters Reproached. He ſcems to infinuate that the Author of the Let 
ter grants that a Presbyterian Miniſter did fo preach in the be in ning of the Re. 
wvolation through many parts of the Nation, but it's plain rok the” Letter it 
ſelf there is no ſuch thing granted, but he muſt havy's liberty to miftepre- 
ſent; otherways he weuld have litle to ſay, He further adds, that ſcein 
now adays Livels are founded upon open Voice and common Fame, 15 
Gentleman ſhould not have been ſo hard upon him in this matter; I do 
own that common Fame may riſe to that height, as to oblige Judicatories 
Legally to ＋ * into the grounds of the Scandaſous Report, and tlik 
may equally. ſerve for the clearing of the Innoceiſt, 28 for cenſuting the 
Guilty, and ſtoping the courſe of Sin, but to Print Men aud to expoſe 
them to the World upon mere hear ſay, on purpoſe to make them Odious, 
wien in the mean time there may nor be the leaft' ground for What is faid 
of them, is as far contrary to Humanity as to Religion, and can only be 
done by theſe, who are poſſeſſed with that Spitit which prompted Men to 
Write the late Eloquences, and can have no other end! but to make Religion 
and Religious Men, the ſong of the Drunkard: And the Name of God 
to be Blaſphemed. He will Qill pretend, that Presby terian Miniſters 
Baptiſe into a certain Sect and Party, and not into the Catholick Church, 
and therefore as was done before, tho* he was reſolved to take no 
notice of it, I ſer down the Form uſed on that occaſion. At Baptiſm | 
the Miniſters oblige the Parents to own, and bring up their Children in 
the Faith of the Chriflian Reformed Religion, contatned' in the Scriptures, and 
more (ummarly comprehended in the Confeſſion of Farth, the larger and ſportey 
Catechiſm. Is this a Baptiſing into a Sect? or what is there in all this our 
Author is diſſatisfyed with, or that ſeems to ſay they do not Baptiſe into 
the Catholick Church, is it becauſe it is called the Chriftian Reformed 
Faith, whereby they are diftinguiſhed from Papiſts, or is it becauſe 
it's ſaid to be contained in the. Scriptures to exclude Traditions, is this the 
knack; perhaps our Author is not pleaſed with this Reſfriction, leaſt the 
ground of the Divine Right of Epiſcopacy be excluded; For if u ang 
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" found among the Traditions, it is not to be found at all, thoſe that have a 
Lamb in the Flock, uſe to be more tender of all the reſt. Or is it becauſe 
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it is faid the Chriftian Reformed Faub 35 mere ſummarly comprebended in the 
Confeſſion of Faub than in the Scriptures? Why may not this be ſaid? - 
Sure in the 92, Mr. /rvme, Mr, Forbes, Mr. Key, Cc. in their Name, 
and in the Name of a great number of their Conſtituents, yea and 
Dr. Cannaries who ſpoke in the Naine of the whole party, did not 
ſcruple to own the Confeſſion of Faith, the larger and ſhorter Catechiſms, 
«5 containing the Dotirme of the Proteflait Religion in the face of that 
Aſlembh, and how they come to ſtumble at this now I cannot under- 
Rand. He pretends it would be a very wiliful calumny againſt Chriſtian 
Churches, for a Miniſter to ſay chat the Church of Scotland is not fingular 
in this, and that every Church take the ſame engagements, with refpett to 
the Form of Sound Words, they have Adopted and yet the inſtances of 
the Church of England, and ot the French, Proteſtant Church, in my opi- 
nion make againſt him arid not for him. It ſeeras indeed the Church of 


 Englard do not in Baptiſm expreſſly mention their Articles, but it is as 


plain that by our Authors account, that they require their beleif of the Apo- 
ſto ik Creed, as well as their engagement to ſeveral other particulars, and 
this is that Forin ot Sound Words, which that Church hath Adopred tor that 


"purpoſe, and as for the French Church, he tells us they bind them to in- 


ſtruct the Child in the Doctrine that is received among the People of God, 
(by which no doubt they underſtand their own Conteihon) and that as it is 
ſummarly comprehended in the Conteſlion of Faith, and this is the Form 
of Baptiſing in the Dutch and Helveran Churches, and the Proteſtants of 
Germany; and thus from his own mouth, tho' contrary to his deſign, all 
the Churches he makes mention of take the ſame engapements wich re- 
ſpe to the Form of Sound Words they have Adopted tor that purpoſe in 
Baptiſm, that the Church of Scotland doth with reſpe&t to her Form of 
Sound Words, and therefor it's far from being a willtul calumny in a Mi- 
niſter to ſay it. I had almolt forgot the deference he payes to the Church 
of Rome, and the care he takes to preſerve the validity of her Baptiſms, 


awhile in the mean time he would make the World belcive that thoſe who 


are Baptiſed in this Church, are nor received inio the Catholick Church. 
F (hall not fay that there is ſibneſs between this Gentle;nan and the Whore of 
Rome, but | may confidently aver that in this he expreſſes a k dneſs for her, 


beyond what he thinks fit to beſtow upon us, tho? a true Proteſtant 


Church; and this is but ſutable indeed to the practice of thoſe, who if a. 
Jeſuir turn Proteſtant, will receive him as a Min ſter of the Goſpcl law oll 


Ordained, but if a Minifter of the french Proteſtant Church, or of any 
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will not own him as a Miniſter at all, but plead for h Re-Ordinatiu © 
P. 9. Poſh. As for what he ſays anent Miniſters their #ravers and 
Preaching, I refer the Reader to what is faid in the Letter upon that head 
for ſatisfaction. As to his Apology for what he had faid in the Cafe com- 
_ cerning Presbytertan Minifters Excommunicating from the Lords Tables 
I ſhall fet down his own Words, . 16 They (viz. the Prelstiſts) connce 
join with chem (viz. tht Presbyterians) in the Holy Communion, nor recorue it 
from them, u being an ordmary with them to Excommuncate from the Lords 
T able among the worſt of nner alt Men of the Prelatical Princaples, . yea ome 
ſuch who have been defrous io Communicate with them were not admutted, uid 
they did publich pennance fer this fm. The Author of the Letter ſald p. 18. 
We are ta look upon this as another of his odious calummies, belched out 
on purpoſe to prejudge unwary People againſt the Miniſters of the Church, 
and to eep up a party in oppofftion to it, and it will be found he had good 
reaſon to call this a calunmy advanced by an incautious Libeller, and he is 
the more confirmed, when he confiders the milcrable offcome of the Au- 
thor of the Caſe . 9. 'oiiferipr, for there he tells us the trac orcaften f 
what Twas [ud ----- wai the rel. tus of a yerjon of known integ (as he pretends) 
who gave an unflarer of (he Minifler of hui own Paroch C evington ----- now in 
my opinion there are many Perſons of ſuch known integrity; and it's like 
my Lord Secretary larely met with one ot them, but | ſhall not deal nar- 
rowly with this Author, was it fair for him to ſay it was an ordinary thing 
with Presbyterian' Miniſters to Excommunicate from the Lords Table 
we worſt of finers, all Men of Urelatical Principles, while in the 
mean time he had only heard of one Miniſter that did ſo, 2nd perhaps he 
was milinformed tou, ſhall ever our Authors word be taken in a matter of 
Fact, yea or his Oith after this. But l'm glad to accept of Repen ance 
and | had admitted af his Apology. had I not found him relapſing into the 
fame fin in the very next period of his Foſt{cripe. The matter is this. . 1% 
of the Ca, he had faid, and as for their Doctrine in miny things} he can» 
not e it, nor look upon it as the Doctrine of Jefus Chrift, but 46 
mighty cendeſcention, this is not ſaid of all of them, (he adds) bur of the 
prevailin Spirlt that reigns among them The Author of the Letter ind- 
ing this lubjoined in the clofe & the period, very reaſonably judged it 
bad a xclatien to both, and there ſor reckoned it 'a calumnious' Charge, and 
will ftill hold it to be a Falſhood, to ſay that it is the prevailing Sphir that 
reigns among them, ro Preach Doctrines in many things that cannot be 
kook'd upon 25 the DoRine of Jeſus Chriſe. 
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And laſt of all he pretends the Argument the Author of che Letter 
brings for remov iq all ſcruples of Joining with them, from what is faid 
in the 18, I of rhe Cafe Cc. is not very intelligible, , 1. beg him pardon 
few will think ſo, but there are none {o ignorant as choſe that will not un- 
derſtand. The matter is this, in the furementicued place the Author ex- 
preſſeth himſelf thus, eee, ali ile changes that haue been in the 
matter of Church Gouei ume nt, yet both the Ainuflers and the People of the reſpe- 
ve Parties choſe generally to hold Commurion. with one another ll about the 
Tear 1666. l'm ſaze thele are his own, Words, and they are intelligible too, 
the Queſtion the Author cf the Letter moved upon this is as plain, which 
4 was this, What imaginabie ground of ſcruple then can theſe of the Epiſcopal perſua- 
uon pretend te have now, which they bad not before the 66? did not Precbyterian 
Almiſters before that time, as well as ſince, uſe the ſame Form of Baptiſm & c.. 
and un 4 word perform all. Religious Officer after the (ame mauner &c> In my 


Opinion then, this is very plain and fair deailing, and an Argument that 
call not be eaſily Anſwered, nor can this be retorted upon the Presbyte. 
rians as cqually ſtricking againſt them, who ſcrupled to on the Prelatiſts, 
for be ſides their ſolemn Engagements againſt Prelacy, their hearing of them 
was impoſed and required, as a teſt of their Approbation of Prelacy, the words 
ol the Act of Parliament are thus. And his Majeſty doth exæpett from all his good 
and datiſul Subjefts, « due acknowledgement of, and an hearty compliance with hit 
Majeſſies Government Ecclefiaſlical 411 no by Law Ealliſit within this King- 
dom, and that in order thereto they will give their cheerful Concurrence, Connie 
nance, and Ajſflance to ſuch AMimiſters as by publick Authordy, are or ſhall be ad. 
wirred in their ſeveral Pariſhes, and attend all the ordinary Meetings for Divine 
Morſbiß in the fame; ſo hir Aajeſty doth Declare that he will, and doth Atcourt 
withdrawing from, and not keeping and joining in theſe meetings to be Sedinour, 
and. of dangerous Example and Conſequence, Cha, 2. Parl. 1, Se. 2 Ad. 1. 
Now Men of tender Conſciences have been always careful to ſhun. every. 
thing, that might be conſtrucied an owning of that which they judged 5 


ful, eſpecially to avoid theſe things which by Authority, were required © 
them, as teſtimonies of their approba tion of what they judged fintul, And 
ſeeing Preshyterians look'd upon Prelacy as: a thing ſintul, and foun 
thenfelves by their folewn Oaths, and Covenants obliged, not only not 
to own it, but to diſuwn it, and to oppoſe it, and their joining with Pre- 
 latical Minitters being by the abovenamed Act, required of them as an evi- 
dence of their Approbation of his Majefties Government Eccieſſaſlical, few. of 
then had any freedom to do it, yea none of them did it, where they 
could find a Presbyterian Minister to join with, notwithſtanding ef the 
oatmolt hazards they were expoſed to, by their ſo doing. And in this they 
"> KM | | evi- 
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evideneed a true and primitive Chrillian Spirit, for although in the days Bk 
Julian the Apoſtate, Chriltians as well as others payed a civil relpect totle 
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Emperors Fituie by bowing te it, as they paſſed by, yet when that Ew. 


peror cunningly and to enſnare Chriſtians placed the Image of his Idol- Gd 
beſide his own Picture, the Chriſtians rc fuſcd to pay that Revereiice, leſt 


their howing to the Picture of the Emperor ſhould have been confiructed, "Y 


a paying of homage to Idol-Gods, 7 5 . 
And to conclude it's plain from this Act made Anno 1663, againſt 
withdrawing from Prelatical Minilters, that the Author of the Caſe. is 
grolly miſtaken in alledging that Presbyterian Miniſters, and People, Join= 
ed with Prelatiſts till the 1666 it is certain this Act preſuppoſes the wo- 
ful Schiſm was ſtated before the 64, and I date the Schiſm from the 62, 
and condeſcend upon the violent intruſion of Prelats and Prelacy upon this 
Church, as the true and only cauſe of it. And therefore that thole Prelats 
and thoſe that adhered to them, and went off from the true Presbyterian 
Church of Scotland, contrary to their fol:mn Oaths and Engagements, 
were, and are moſt Natively to be reckoned, the Shiſmaticks, 8 
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